For  Reference 


not  to  be  taken  from  this  room 


(3x  MBMS 

arawarasss 


University  of  Alberta 
Printing  Department 


I 


THE  UNIVERSITY  OF  ALBERTA 


AN  INVESTIGATION 

OF  PARENTAL  PERCEPTIONS  OF  THE 

HIGH  SCHOOL 

PROGRAM  IN  VULCAN  COUNTY 

by 

Teresa  Mac Isaac 

A  THESIS 

SUBMITTED  TO  THE  FACULTY  OF  GRADUATE  STUDIES 
IN  PARTIAL  FULFILMENT  OF  THE  REQUIREMENTS  FOR  THE  DEGREE 

OF  MASTER  OF  EDUCATION 

DEPARTMENT  OF  SECONDARY  EDUCATION 


EDMONTON,  ALBERTA 
JANUARY,  196? 


. 


Yr  ’1U00  WAOJUV  VII  M  COF3  [00>  08  OTV 


Y.tf 


* 

r  id  a? r  fioa  STwaMafiiupafl  sht  ao  TnaMiia  lua  jaitha3  wi 


OITAOUQ3  30  A3T8A:  30 


idoiTAouaa  me -loose  so  t  :.3mt  asp  a 


UNIVERSITY  OF  ALBERTA 


FACULTY  OF  GRADUATE  STUDIES 


The  undersigned  certify  that  they  have  read,  and 
recommend  to  the  Faculty  of  Graduate  Studies  for  acceptance, 
a  thesis  entitled  PARENTAL  PERCEPTIONS  OF  THE  HIGH  SCHOOL 
PROGRAM  IN  VULCAN  COUNTY 
submitted  by  Teresa  Maclsaac 

in  partial  fulfilment  of  the  requirements  for  the  degree  of 


Master  of  Education. 


ABSTRACT 


The  purpose  of  this  investigation  was  to  gain  insight 
into  parental  perceptions  of  the  high  school  curricular  pro¬ 
gram  in  Vulcan  County.  The  sample  consisted  of  sixty  per 
cent  of  the  total  population  of  parents  of  the  grade  eleven 
students  in  Vulcan  County  in  the  school  year  1964-1965.  The 
interview  technique,  based  on  a  series  of  semi-standardized 
questions,  was  used  to  gather  data.  The  data  were  summarized 
in  point  form  and  then  quantified  to  get  the  frequency  of  re¬ 
sponses  for  each  item  and  the  percentage  each  was  of  the 
total  number.  A  limited  amount  of  documentation  also  was 
employed. 

The  finding  that  stood  out  in  this  investigation  is 
the  high  regard  parents  had  for  the  matriculation  program. 

A  large  majority  of  the  parents  wanted  their  children  to  take 
the  matriculation  program.  All  of  the  parents  of  matriculants 
were  program-placement-satisfied  whereas  the  majority  of  the 
parents  of  non-matriculants  were  not.  Of  all  the  sub-groups 
of  parents,  parents  of  matriculants  had  the  highest  median 
level  of  program  satisfaction  and  the  parents  of  non-matricu¬ 
lants  had  the  lowest. 

Vocational  aspirations  appeared  to  be  the  most  im¬ 
portant  factor  determining  program  satisfaction  on  the  part 
of  parents  of  matriculants,  and  academic  success  appeared  to 
be  the  most  important  determiner  of  program  satisfaction  on 
the  part  of  parents  of  non-matriculants . 


-oiq  i*ljyolTX03  loorfoa  arftf  lo  enoi3q9o*X3q  latfrteiaq  ocfni 

a 

'  >’  js  arfJ  il  \  ?  oO  naoIxrJ  r  ^  *$• 

/ 

♦*$^6  *i*rt*a;*  o$  baay  saw  .,i/toictc©^n 

^  d  •  f  V  :’$  ■  'to  r-- 3  l  ’  *  ;  , »:. :  :  ?q  la 

i 

;  I 

Simq  erf$  no  noitfonlaftfaa  maijoiq  sninlmre^aa  lo^oal  tfitaJioq 

•  - 

i  »  ^  i  .  i  •  d*  •)  .  i  i  -  •  n ; 

aJrtmluoIUAm-non  lo  f*  *ne  aq  lo  taaq  arid 


iv 


Parents  did  not  view  the  matriculation  and  non-matric¬ 
ulation  programs  as  having  similar  values.  The  majority  of 
the  reasons  for  program  dissatisfaction  given  by  parents  of 
matriculants  reflected  their  concern  for  the  academic  success 
of  their  children  whereas  the  majority  of  the  reasons  given 
by  the  parents  of  non-matriculants  reflected  their  program- 
placement-dissatisfaction. 

The  parental  demand  for  vocational  education  was  small 
Most  of  the  parents  who  regarded  vocational  education  to  be  a 
task  of  the  high  school  wanted  the  school  to  offer  vocational 
courses  of  an  exploratory  nature  rather  than  vocational  train 
ing  for  a  specific  job.  Most  of  the  parents  wished  the  high 
schools  to  offer  similar  programs  for  boys  and  girls,  and 
this  stand  appeared  to  reflect  parental  desire  to  have  both 
take  the  matriculation  program. 

Program  placement  appeared  to  be  a  determiner  of  edu¬ 
cational  viewpoint,  but  place  of  residence  and  sex  of  off¬ 
spring  did  not. 
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CHAPTER  I 


THE  PROBLEM 

I.  BACKGROUND  OF  THE  PROBLEM 

What  shall  the  schools  teach?  This  question  has  con¬ 
founded  educators  for  centuries.  The  dominant  social  forces 
of  a  particular  era  and  the  powerful  pressure  groups  associated 
with  them  have  played  a  large  part  in  determining  the  kinds  of 
educational  programs  offered  in  the  schools.  The  influence  of 
the  latter  on  this  continent  was  evident  in  the  swing  in  em¬ 
phasis  in  our  schools  from  moral,  to  civic,  to  social,  to  vo¬ 
cational  education. 

Society's  recent  and  urgent  demands  for  some  form  of 
secondary  education  for  all  students  and  for  technically 
trained  manpower  are  reflected  in  the  current  emphasis  on 
vocational  education  in  the  high  school.  With  these  demands 
came  the  development  of  the  composite  high  school  and  the 
concomitant  reorganization  of  the  school  program  into  the 
multi-track  curriculum. 

The  men  responsible  for  organizing  the  educational 
program  in  Alberta  stated  that  their  fundamental  goal  was 
to  provide  a  sound  education  for  all.-*-  In  recent  years  they 

1 "Report  on  Proposed  Changes  in  the  Secondary  School 
Program  for  Edmonton  Public  Schools",  (Edmonton:  Department 
of  Education,  1963),  P.  7.  (Mimeographed.) 
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have  come  to  believe  that  this  can  be  achieved  most  effect¬ 
ively  through  a  streamed  program  designed  to  accommodate  the 
varied  abilities,  interests,  and  aspirations  of  the  increas¬ 
ingly  large  numbers  of  students  who  are  endeavouring  to  com¬ 
plete  high  school.  Accordingly,  the  high  school  program  has 
been  diversified  into  a  number  of  streams  or  tracks  of  a 
matriculation,  general,  commercial,  technical,  vocational, 
and  pre-vocational  nature,  or  some  combination  thereof. 

The  allocation  of  students  into  the  various  streams 
or  tracks  has  become  a  provocative  issue.  That  an  element 
of  compulsion  in  placing  students  is  favored  by  some  educat¬ 
ors  is  apparent  from  certain  statements  in  leading  educational 
publications  in  Alberta.  The  1963  ’’Report  on  Proposed  Changes 
in  the  Secondary  School  Program  for  Edmonton  Public  Schools” 
pointed  out  that: 

The  Cameron  Commission  recognizes  the  weaknesses  in 
the  present  system  of  free  choice  of  programs  by  students 
in  the  forceful  statement  on  page  92:  "Achievement  at 
the  grade  nine  level  must  become  a  stronger  factor  in 
determining  the  courses  in  which  the  student  is  entitled 
to  register  in  grade  ten."^ 

The  same  report  drew  attention  to  what  the  brief  referred  to 
as  "the  need  for  improvement  in  the  selection  of  the  appro¬ 
priate  program  for  the  high  school  student, "3  by  quoting  the 
following  excerpt  from  Dr.  Swift's  address  to  the  Edmonton 
Teachers'  Convention  in  I96I: 


2 Ibid . ,  p .  7 . 
3 Ibid. ,  p.  7. 
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...I  suggest  the  necessity  of  more  differentiation  of 
students  at  the  high  school  level.  This  is  a  complicated 
matter  and  at  the  danger  of  over-simplification  I  suggest 
that  ways  and  means  must  be  found  of  somehow  separating 
academic  (matriculation)  students  from  those  who  are  not 
matriculation  minded  or  endowed.  This,  I  conclude  after 
many  years  of  observation  and  listening  to  debate  as  to 
how  it  can  be  done,  must  be  based  on  some  form  of  com¬ 
pulsory  segregation,  if  you  will  pardon  the  word,  for  I 
despair  of  it  /sic/  being  accomplished  through  guidance 
only . ^ 

The  latter  kind  of  thinking  is  rather  frightening, 
not  only  because  of  its  implied  disregard  for  parental  rights 
but  also  in  the  light  of  the  success  of  the  multi-track  pro¬ 
gram.  In  the  large  schools  in  which  streaming  is  practiced, 
it  would  appear  that,  while  this  diversification  has  ,accommo- 
dated  a  larger  percentage  of  the  student  body,  it  has  fallen 
far  short  of  its  objective  of  providing  a  program  to  meet  the 
needs  and  interests  of  the  ever  increasing  high  school  student 
population.  Ample  testimony  to  the  latter  observation  is  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  large  number  of  students  who  under  this  system 
continue  to  fail  to  achieve  passing  grades  or  else  drop  out 
of  school.  Reflecting  on  similar  situations  in  the  United 
States,  E.  0.  Melby  made  the  following  statement: 

. . .  the  studies  being  made  of  the  relationship  between 
IQ  and  creativity  do  not  encourage  us  to  believe  that  we 
can  select  the  students  who  will  be  most  valuable  to 
their  society.  We  are  not  yet  competent  to  play  God 
with  the  destinies  of  individual  human  beings. 


^Ibid. ,  pp.  7-8 
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The  truth  is  that  we  don't  yet  know  who  can  be  edu¬ 
cated  to  a  relatively  high  level  because  we  haven’t 
really  tried.  All  we  know  is  that  large  numbers  of 
young  people  now  fail  to  make  the  most  of  themselves . ^ 

The  issues  thus  posed  formed  part  of  the  problem  which 
was  examined  in  the  Small  High  School  study  sponsored  by  the 
Alberta  School  Trustees'  Association  and  conducted  by  the 
Department  of  Secondary  Education  at  the  University  of  Alberta. 
Part  of  the  task  of  this  investigation  was  fact-finding,  and 
this  phase  of  the  study  would  have  been  remiss  if  an  effort 
had  not  been  made  to  obtain  the  thinking  of  the  parents  regard¬ 
ing  the  high  school  program.  Even  though  most  parents  are  not 
education  experts,  many  have  valuable  insights  based  on  their 
own  children’s  school  experiences.  Furthermore,  since  we  live 
in  a  democracy,  it  is  assumed  that  educational  policy  should 
reflect  the  desires  and  values  of  the  people.  In  spite  of 
this  assumption,  seldom  is  a  systematic  effort  made  to  ob¬ 
tain  the  thinking  of  the  public  on  matters  pertaining  to 
education.  The  following  statement  was  made  in  the  Minority 
Report  of  the  Alberta  Royal  Commission  on  Education: 

There  is  a  tendency  to  abandon  the  academic  program 
for  all  but  the  select  few  who  may  go  to  university. 

This  is  a  most  unrealistic  attitude  to  take,  for  two 
very  practical  reasons:  parents,  by  and  large,  want 
their  children  to  take  the  academic  program,  and  em¬ 
ployers  want  workers  who  have  been  trained  in  an 
academic  program. 


^Ernest  0.  Melby,  ’’Expectat  ions  for  Education”,  The 
Education  Digest ,  XXIX,  (November,  1963),  p.  10. 

°Report  of  the  Royal  Commission  on  Education  in 
Alberta,  (Edmonton:  The  Queen’s  Printer,  1959 ) *  P.  389. 
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Here  we  see  that  the  assumption  has  been  made  that  the  major¬ 
ity  of  parents  want  their  children  to  take  the  academic  pro¬ 
gram,  It  is  very  important  that  an  effort  be  made  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  the  latter  is  an  accurate  statement  of  parental 
desire,  in  view  of  the  recent  trend  away  from  this  kind  of 
education. 

II.  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS 

Unless  specified  otherwise  by  context,  for  the  purpose 
of  this  study,  the  terms  listed  below  will  be  used  to  convey 
the  following  meanings: 

Parents.  This  term  will  be  used  to  refer  to  the  par¬ 
ents  of  the  grade  eleven  students  in  Vulcan  County  in  1964-65 

Farm-residing  parents.  This  term  will  refer  to  par¬ 
ents  who  dwell  on  and  secure  their  livelihood  from  a  farm. 

Non-f arm-residing  parents .  This  term  will  refer  to 
parents  who  may  or  may  not  derive  their  livelihood  from  farm¬ 
ing,  but  who  do  not  dwell  on  a  farm. 

Program-placement -satisfied.  This  term  will  refer  to 
satisfaction  with  the  placement  of  students  in  a  particular 
program. 

Program- satisfied.  This  term  will  refer  to  satisfact¬ 
ion  with  a  particular  program,  to  distinguish  it  from  program 
placement-satisfact ion. 
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Program- obstacles .  This  term  will  refer  to  obstacles 
to  the  progress  of  the  students  in  the  programs  which  they 
are  taking. 

N on-mat riculat ion  programs . ^  This  term  will  be  used 
to  refer  to  all  the  programs  offered  in  the  area  under  study, 
other  than  the  matriculation  program. 

Semi -standardized  questions .  This  term  will  be  used 
to  refer  to  the  list  of  questions  that  formed  the  thread  of 
each  interview.  They  were  semi-standardized  in  the  sense 
that  the  interviewer  felt  free  to  clarify  the  meaning  of  a 
question  where  it  was  deemed  necessary  and  encouraged  the 
respondents  to  elaborate  their  answers. 

III.  STATEMENT  OF  THE  PROBLEM 

The  purpose  of  this  investigation  was  to  gain  as  clear 
a  picture  as  possible  of  the  perceptions  of  the  high  school 
curricular  program  held  by  the  parents  of  the  grade  eleven 
students  in  Vulcan  County  in  the  school  year  1964-65.  In 
order  to  clarify  this  problem,  it  has  been  divided  into  a 
number  of  questions.  Grouped  under  appropriate  subject  head¬ 
ings,  the  questions  into  which  the  problem  has  been  divided 
are  as  follows: 


?The  comprehensive  school  program  offered  to  the 
Grade  XI  students  in  County  Central  High  School  in  Vulcan 
is  described  in  the  Appendix. 
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I.  Kinds  of  Educational  Programs  Desired  by  Parents 

A.  What  kinds  of  educational  programs  do  parents 
want  for  their  children  in  grade  eleven? 

B.  Do  parents  consider  vocational  education  or 
training  to  be  part  of  the  task  of  the  high 
school? 

C.  Do  parents  who  consider  vocational  education 
or  training  to  be  part  of  the  task  of  the 
high  school  want  it  for  their  own  children? 

D.  What  reasons  do  parents  state  for  consider¬ 
ing  vocational  education  or  training  to  be 
part  of  the  task  of  the  high  school? 

E.  What  reasons  do  parents  state  for  not  consid¬ 
ering  vocational  education  or  training  to  be 
part  of  the  task  of  the  high  school? 

F.  Do  parents  think  that  boys  and  girls  should 
have  different  programs? 

G.  For  what  reasons  do  parents  want  different 
programs  for  boys  and  girls? 

H.  For  what  reasons  do  parents  want  similar 
programs  for  boys  and  girls? 

II.  Parental  Satisfaction  with  Program  Placement  and 

Programs 

A.  Are  parents  program-placement-satisfied? 

B.  Do  parents  who  are  dissatisfied  with  the 
placement  of  their  children  in  the  non¬ 
matriculation  programs  regard  vocational 
education  or  training  to  be  part  of  the  job 
of  the  high  school? 

C.  To  what  extent  are  parents  program-satisfied? 

D.  For  what  reasons  are  parents  program-satisfied? 

E.  For  what  reasons  are  parents  program- dissat¬ 
isfied? 
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F.  What  do  parents  consider  to  be  the  greatest 
program- obstacles? 

G.  Do  parents  question  the  value  of  the  non¬ 
matriculation  programs  offered  by  the  high 
schools? 

Ill,  Determiners  of  Educational  Viewpoint 

A.  Is  place  of  residence  a  determiner  of  educat¬ 
ional  viewpoint? 

B.  Is  sex  of  offspring  a  determiner  of  educat¬ 
ional  viewpoint? 

C.  Is  program-placement  a  determiner  of  educat¬ 
ional  viewpoint? 

These  questions  fall  into  two  categories:  (1)  Those 
for  which  answers  may  be  drawn  directly  from  information  ob¬ 
tained  as  a  result  of  tabulating  the  original  data,  and  (2) 
those  for  which  answers  may  be  sought  in  the  trends  and  inter¬ 
relationships  among  the  findings.  The  questions  in  the  second 
category  became  apparent  from  the  nature  of  the  original  find¬ 
ings,  and  the  investigator  believed  that  the  expansion  of  the 
problem  to  include  these  questions  would  ensure  greater  use 
of  the  information  obtained  through  this  study.  Questions 
IC,  IIB,  IIG,  IIIA,  IIIB,  and  IIIC  fall  into  the  second  cate¬ 
gory.  All  the  rest  of  the  questions  fall  into  the  first 
category.  Both  types  of  questions  are  treated  together  under 
appropriate  subject  headings.  This  type  of  organization 
should  provide  for  greater  unity  and  brevity  than  separate 
treatment  of  the  two  types  of  questions. 
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IV.  DELIMITATION  OF  THE  STUDY 
This  study  was  limited  to  an  investigation  of  parental 
perceptions  of  the  high  school  curricular  program  in  Vulcan 
County.  The  extra-curricular  program  was  deliberately  ex¬ 
cluded  from  consideration,  for  it  was  thought  that  this  would 
constitute  a  separate  investigation. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  interview  technique  was 
used  to  gather  data,  the  sample  was  limited  to  include  either 
parent  of  sixty  per  cent  of  the  total  population  of  grade 
eleven  students  in  Vulcan  County. 

V.  SIGNIFICANCE  OF  THE  STUDY 
It  is  hoped  that  this  investigation  will  provide  sig¬ 
nificant  information  regarding  the  desires  and  values  which 
parents  hold  regarding  the  school  program.  Very  little  re¬ 
search  relating  to  this  topic  has  been  conducted.  In  each 
case,  the  available  research  on  this  topic  in  Alberta  was 
done  as  a  part  of  a  larger  study,  and  hence  the  findings  tend 
to  be  brief  and  somewhat  superficial.  Furthermore,  it  is 
hoped  that  the  information  obtained  will  make  a  significant 
contribution  to  the  Small  High  School  Study  to  which  reference 
was  made  earlier  in  this  chapter.  It  is  expected  that  as.a 
result  of  the  Small  High  School  Study,  innovations  will  be 
made  in  high  school  education  in  Alberta.  If  the  educational 
program  is  to  be  changed  and  if  these  changes  are  to  be  effect¬ 
ive,  they  should  reflect  the  desires  of  parents,  as  well  as 


those  of  educators. 
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This  study  of  parental  perceptions  also  could  serve  to 
reveal  gaps  in  information  or  misunderstandings  on  the  part 
of  parents  regarding  the  educational  program.  Such  findings 
would  be  of  considerable  use  in  planning  public  relations 
programs  aimed  at  helping  the  public  to  become  better  in¬ 
formed  on  educational  matters.  Another  important  contribut¬ 
ion  which  this  study  could  make  lies  in  its  implications  for 
further  research.  Because  of  the  intensive  nature  of  the 
study,  trends  and  interrelationships  may  be  noted  in  the 
findings  which  may  prove  to  be  well  worth  testing  on  a  larger 
population. 


VI.  DESIGN  OF  THE  STUDY 

The  semi-structured  interview  technique  was  used  to 
gain  the  information  required  for  this  study.  This  tech¬ 
nique  was  decided  upon  after  efforts  to  gather  data  by  other 
techniques  had  failed.  The  initial  procedure  involved  the 
construction  of  a  questionnaire  which  was  intended  for  admin¬ 
istration  to  groups  considered  to  be  representative  of  various 
cross-sections  of  the  population  of  Alberta.  For  the  pilot 
study,  a  series  of  seven  cases  was  designed  to  focus  think¬ 
ing  on  the  different  types  of  placement  problems  faced  by 
the  high  school.  After  reading  each  case,  the  respondents 
were  asked  to  react  to  these  two  questions:  (1)  In  what 
program  would  place  this  student?  (2)  The  school  placed 
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him  in  this  program.  (A  program  was  specified  for  each  case. ) 

Do  you  agree  or  disagree  with  the  school's  decision?  State 
reasons  for  your  response.  The  first  question  was  closed  in 
nature,  for  the  respondents  were  given  a  list  of  all  the  dif¬ 
ferent  types  of  programs  from  which  they  were  to  make  their 
choice.  The  second  question  was  open-ended.  This  and  all 
further  revisions  failed  to  elicit  meaningful  data  when  it 
was  tried  on  a  pilot  group  of  twenty-four  people,  made  up  of 
parents  and  teachers.  The  pilot  study,  however,  proved  to  be 
valuable  in  that  it  revealed  the  type  of  question  to  which 
parents  would  respond  and  the  type  of  information  which  they 
were  able  to  apply.  On  the  basis  of  the  pilot  study,  it  was 
decided  that  because  of  the  difficulty  parents  had  in  inter¬ 
preting  questions  and  in  expressing  themselves  and  because  of 
the  difficulty  the  investigator  had  in  interpreting  the  in¬ 
formation  they  provided,  the  most  effective  technique  which 
could  be  used  to  gather  data  was  that  of  the  personal  interview. 

Following  the  pilot  study,  a  series  of  semi-standardized 
questions  was  constructed  to  serve  as  the  basis  for  obtaining 
comparable  data  by  way  of  the  Interview  technique.  These 
questions  elicited  meaningful  responses  when  they  were  tested 
on  eight  parents  in  the  Edmonton  area. 

A  table  of  random  numbers  was  used  to  choose  the 
sample  for  this  study.  The  answer  sheets  from  "A  Study  of 
the  Vocational  Aspirations  of  Alberta  Youth”  sponsored  by 
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the  Provincial  Department  of  Education^  served  as  the  basis 
for  selection.  This  investigation  included  the  entire  popu¬ 
lation  of  the  grade  eleven  students  in  Vulcan  County  in  the 
school  year  1964-65.  The  population  was  divided  into  two 
categories,  farm-residing  students  and  non-farm-residing 
students,  and  sixty  per  cent  of  each  group  was  selected  ran¬ 
domly.  The  interviewing  was  confined  to  one  parent  of  each 
student  in  the  sample. 

For  purposes  of  analysis,  the  information  obtained 
was  summarized  in  point  form  and  then  quantified  in  order  to 
obtain  the  frequencies  of  responses  and  the  percentage  each 
was  of  the  total  number.  The  numbers  in  the  sub-groups 
were  not  sufficiently  large  to  warrant  the  use  of  the  chi- 
square  test  of  significant  difference.  In  addition  to 
quantification,  a  limited  amount  of  documentation  was  used 
to  supplement  the  tabulated  data. 

VII.  OVERVIEW 

Chapter  Two  is  devoted  to  a  review  of  the  literature 
related  to  the  topic  under  consideration. 

Chapter  Three  described  in  detail  the  methods  used 
in  selecting  the  sample,  in  obtaining  the  information,  and 
in  analysizing  the  data. 

^Donald  Fair,  "The  Vocational  Aspirations  of  Alberta 
Youth”,  (Edmonton:  Study  sponsored  by  the  Department  of  Edu¬ 
cation,  I965 . ) 
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Chapter  Four  consists  of  a  detailed  analysis  of  the 
data  followed  by  a  summary  of  the  findings. 

Chapter  Five  summarizes  the  study  and  presents  con¬ 
clusions  and  implications. 


> 


CHAPTER  II 


REVIEW  OF  THE  LITERATURE 

Systematic  utilization  of  the  interview  technique  to 
poll  public  opinion  regarding  educational  matters  is  a  recent 
practice.  Politicians  and  industrialists  made  use  of  this 
device  for  some  time  before  educators  recognized  its  possibil¬ 
ities.  In  1935  George  Gallup  founded  the  American  Institute 
of  Public  Opinion  at  Princeton,  New  Jersey.  This  institute 
was  intended  to  be  a  fact-finding  organization  to  measure 
and  report  public  opinion  on  political  and  social  questions. 
American  educators  did  not  begin  to  make  use  of  this  device 
until  1939.  It  would  appear  that  this  technique  has  not 
been  widely  used  on  a  systematic  basis  in  either  the  United 
States  or  Canada,  for  the  amount  of  literature  related  to 
public  attitudes  regarding  education  is  limited. 

With  the  exception  of  one  study,  the  literature  reported 
here  relating  to  public  perceptions  of  the  school  program  in¬ 
dicates  that  investigations  of  this  topic  have  not  been  con¬ 
ducted  independently,  but  as  parts  of  larger  studies.  As  a 
result,  the  findings  tended  to  be  somewhat  superficial. 

In  this  presentation  the  Canadian  studies  have  been 
separated  from  the  American  studies.  Since  all  of  the  Can¬ 
adian  studies  reported  here  were  done  in  Alberta,  this 
division  enabled  the  investigator  to  present  a  cohesive  pict¬ 
ure  of  the  status  of  research  on  this  topic  in  that  province. 
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I.  AMERICAN  STUDIES 

In  1940  the  American  Institute  of  Public  Opinion  com¬ 
pleted  a  study  called  MWhat  People  Think  about  Youth  and  Edu- 
1 

cation."  The  interview  technique  was  used  to  obtain  infor¬ 
mation  from  a  random  sample  of  the  total  adult  population  in 
the  United  States.  The  following  were  the  major  findings  of 
this  study: 

1.  The  American  public  had  a  generally  favorable  at¬ 
titude  toward  the  present-day  program  of  public 
education. 

2.  The  public  believed  that  the  schools  should  offer 
equal  educational  opportunities  to  all  youth. 

3..  The  public  favored  a  special  program  for  unem¬ 
ployed  youth  who  were  not  in  school. 

4.  The  public  believed  in  freedom  to  discuss  contro¬ 
versial  issues  in  the  public  school. 

This  study  is  significant  in  that  it  involved  the 
first  effort  to  gain  a  national  poll  on  public  opinion  re¬ 
garding  education.  The  validity  of  the  findings  was  strength¬ 
ened  by  the  random  nature  of  the  sample  and  the  employment  of 
trained  interviewers  to  gather  data.  The  findings  indicated, 
in  a  general  way,  the  public  attitude  toward  the  school  pro¬ 
gram  in  the  United  States  just  prior  to  World  War  Two.  The 

*"What  People  Think  about  Youth  and  Education",  National 
Education  Association  Research  Bulletin,  XVIII  (November,  1940) , 

pp.  I87-2I9. 
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war  set  in  motion  a  chain  of  events  which  were  to  have  a  tre¬ 
mendous  impact  on  education  on  this  continent.  In  spite  of 
these  happenings,  the  attitudes  of  the  pre-war  public  on  the 
issues  tested  did  not  differ  greatly  from  current  attitudes 
toward  these  issues. 

In  1944  the  National  Opinion  Research  Center  completed 

p 

a  study  entitled  The  Public  Looks  at  Education.  The  inter¬ 
view  technique  was  used  to  gather  data  from  a  stratified 
sample  of  the  American  population  twenty-one  years  of  age  and 
over.  This  study  served  two  major  purposes:  (1)  It  revealed 
nation-wide  attitudes  regarding  American  public  schools  and 
their  problems.  (2)  It  exposed  areas  of  ignorance  and  mis¬ 
information  regarding  education  in  the  United  States. 

When  asked  to  name  the  most  important  thing  pupils 
should  get  from  their  public  school  education,  equal  numbers 
of  Americans  rated  academic  subjects  and  character  education 
of  first  importance.  Vocational  training,  citizenship  edu¬ 
cation,  and  experience  in  making  social  adjustments  followed 
in.  that  order. 

When  asked  specifically  to  suggest  changes  in  the 
public  schools,  more  than  half  (57  per  cent)  of  the  American 
public  suggested  no  changes.  Those  who  indicated  that  they 

^National  Opinion  Research  Center,  The  Public  Looks  At 
Education.  Report  21,  (Washington:  August,  19^+4.  )_ 


-97  i  f  V  r!  O*  9W  r!  ■  h  -V  >  '  O  l  fo  &  nolJC  7  .71  *93  IBM 

' 

a  -scftL-J  <f  •■<  f^'oXTf-'.  •.  :o  ate. 3 

’  u-iic  >  ’  r  £  ci  ii  '  f  '  t  f  .  -»  tf-no4*ftrt 

OT,  9  'f* 

sdcuLffl  Ifc  ,nol*fiOjLil>9  loorfoa  ollctoq  ildrt*  morrl  *ss  Mirorie 

■ 

f  ■  ■Ir.s’  ,bi  Ii  cc  :  nf:  r  >  ni  ©or-  <:  irq?  roi* 

- 

. 


17 


desired  changes  made  the  following  suggestions: 

1.  Changes  in  the  curriculum  and  teaching  methods. 

2.  Changes  in  the  administrative  organization  and 
the  physical  equipment  in  the  schools. 

3.  Greater  emphasis  on  character  and  citizenship 
education. 

4.  The  employment  of  better  qualified  teachers. 

It  is  interesting  to  note  that  most  of  these  changes  related 
to  the  school  program. 

This  investigation  would  appear  to  be  valid,  for  the 
individual  questions  were  carefully  pre-tested,  trained  inter¬ 
viewers  were  employed,  and  the  population  sample  was  represent¬ 
ative,  within  a  small  degree  of  error,  of  the  adult  population 
of  the  United  States.  This  study  provided  a  picture  of  the 
public  attitude  toward  education  during  World  War  II  which 
serves  as  a  basis  for  comparison  with  peace-time  attitudes. 

In  1948  Harold  C.  Hand,  professor  of  education  at  the 
University  of  Illinois,  published  a  book  entitled  What  People 
Think  about  Their  Schools. ^  This  book  dealt  with  methods  of 
public  opinion  polling,  as  applied  to  school  systems,  and 
the  relative  values  of  various  methods.  While  this  book  was 
not  a  report  of  research,  it  contained  much  valuable  infor¬ 
mation  to  provide  a  background  for  the  current  study.  It 

3Harold  C.  Hand,  What  People  Think  about  Their  Schools, 
(New  York:  The  World  Book  Company,  1948. ) 
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discussed  clearly  and  concisely  the  value  of  the  kind  of  re¬ 
search  undertaken  in  this  study  and  gave  valuable  details  on 
how  to  obtain  a  sample,  conduct  surveys,  and  how  to  analyze, 
report,  and  use  the  findings. 

“his  study  also  would  appear  to  be  of  particular 
value  to  those  wishing  to  poll  inf  creation  regarding  educat¬ 
ion  through  the  use  of  a  questionnaire,  for  it  gives  examples 
of  Inventories  of  parent  opinion,  teacher  opinion,  and  pupil 
opinion,  and  also  discusses  the  rationale  behind  the  components 
of  these  inventories.  These  inventories  were  constructed  by 
experts  and  carefully  pre-tested  through  city-wide  polls. 

In  1953  lindel  couplet ed  a  survey  which  is  reported 
under  the  title  "What's  light  With  .hen . r  “  The  purpose  of  this 
study  was  to  determine  what  aspects  of  the  American  school 
systen  were  approved  by  the  parents  of  the  students  in  the 
St.  Louis  school  systen.  Meetings  of  nineteen  parent  organ¬ 
izations  associated  with  eighteen  St.  Louis  schools  were 
attended  by  the  investigator.  The  parents  attending  these 
reetlrgs  were  requested  to  Indicate  the  itens  they  believed 
to  be  right  with  the  American  public  schools.  The  -9 -  res¬ 
pondents  listed  1047  itens  which  were  later  classified  into 
eighty-nine  categories.  The  nest  frequently  approved  itens 

^Albert  L.  Lindel,  "What * s  Eight  with  Them",  Phi  Delta 
Kappen,  (XXXIV,  June,  1953),  PP.  403-405 
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in  the  order  in  which  they  were  ranked  were  the  following: 

1.  Good  teachers. 

2.  Modern  curriculum  and  methods. 

3.  The  use  of  teaching  methods  which  develop  good 
citizens . 

The  validity  of  this  study  may  be  questioned,  for  the 
technique  was  rather  haphazard,  and  it  is  highly  questionable 
whether  the  opinions  of  parents  who  attended  parent  meetings 
were  representative  of  the  opinions  of  the  general  population 
of  the  parents  of  the  St.  Louis  students.  This  study,  however, 
was  of  considerable  interest  to  the  investigator,  for  it  was 
one  of  the  two  available  studies  in  which  opinions  regarding 
education  were  obtained  from  a  sample  consisting  entirely  of 
parents  of  students. 

In  a  1957  issue  of  the  National  Assoc iat ion  of  Second¬ 
ary  School  Principals !  Bulletin,  Hines  and  Grobman  presented 
an  article  entitled  "What  Parents  Think  about  Their  Schools 
and  What  They  Know  about  Them.’0  This  article  is  a  report  of 
a  study  carried  on  as  part  of  the  C.P.E.A.  Project  at  the 
University  of  Florida.  The  purpose  of  this  project  was  to 
describe  how  principals  work  with  others — parents,  teachers, 
and  pupils,  and  how  variations  in  these  working  patterns 

5vynce  A.  Hines  and  Hulda  G.  Grobman,  "What  Parents 
Think  about  Their  Schools  and  What  They  Know  about  Them*' , 
National  Association  of  Secondary  School  Principals’  Bulletin, 
(February,  1957),  PP.  15-25. 
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have  different  consequences  in  such  phases  of  school  operat¬ 
ions  as  attitudes  of  parents,  human  relations  among  pupils 
and  teachers,  teaching  methods,  program  development  within 
the  school,  and  pupil  achievement.  The  sample  consisted  of 
six  thousand  parents  of  elementary  school  pupils  in  a  large 
Florid0  County. 

The  following  findings  illustrate  the  aspects  of  the 
educational  system  about  which  the  majority  of  parents  ap¬ 
peared  to  be  poorly  informed: 

1.  Philosophy  of  the  school. 

2.  Local  achievement  in  relation  to  national  achieve¬ 
ment  . 

3.  Programs  for  mental  and  physical  health. 

4.  Curriculum  flexibility. 

5.  Provision  for  exceptional  and  handicapped  children. 

6.  The  selection  and  rating  of  teachers. 

The  reactions  of  parents  to  specific  questions  regard¬ 
ing  their  opinions  about  the  schools  indicated  a  generally 
favorable  attitude.  Most  school  patrons  indicated  their 
approval  of  the  total  school  program,  homework  assigned,  dis¬ 
ciplinary  procedures,  and  teaching  methods. 

The  def ensibility  of  this  study  is  impossible  to  judge, 
for  the  report  does  not  indicate  how  the  sample  was  chosen  or 
by  what  techniques  the  information  was  acquired. 


.ctftt*  jV9lriojB  XJc  bus  .loorloe  ©r(3 
a  •or  a  nf.  cr  r  loorfoe  yt  >19  "to  U  iaq  bfi«3uori^  xXe 

' 

-q-3  Einsuag  Jo  yctiio(,sni  9 rftf  rioiriw  ctuods  matfsye  iBnolctfioubs 

.Jockos  srfj  :o  Y.rfqoaollrf'-T  .X 

.^wn 


naxblXrio  boqqeolbnBfl  bne  lBnoi^q90X9  *iol  noXelvoT^ 

.E'isrioBsct  Jo  $411341  bna  no.  ttooios  srfT 

0  O'  o  3  .  . 


21 


£ 

In  1959  Downey0  completed  a  study  dealing  with  public 
perceptions  of  the  tasks  of  education.  This  study  had  two 
broad  purposes:  (1)  to  identify  the  elements  of  the  task  of 
public  education,  and  (2)  to  determine  the  extent  to  which 
the  public  perceived  these  elements  to  be  important  aspects 
of  the  task  of  the  public  school  and  to  discover  the  bases  of 
differences  in  public  opinion  regarding  the  relative  import¬ 
ance  of  the  various  task  elements. 

A  purposive  or  representative  sample  was  selected  from 
four  regions  in  the  United  States  and  Alberta.  This  sample 
consisted  of  1286  educators  and  25^  non-educators  from  both 
the  elementary  and  the  high  school  level. 

Previous  statements  of  aims  were  synthesized,  and  an 
inventory  consisting  of  sixteen  task  elements  was  designed. 
The  participants  ranked  these  items  in  the  order  in  which 
they  perceived  them  to  be  the  task  of  the  public  school. 

The  major  findings  were  as  follows: 

1.  The  respondents  were  in  strong  agreement  regarding 
the  intellectual  elements  as  the  most  important 
tasks  of  the  public  school  and  the  productive  as¬ 
pects  as  the  least  important. 

2.  Geographic  region  appeared  to  be  a  determiner  of 
educational  viewpoint. 


^Lawrence  W.  Downey,  The  Task  of  Public  Education, 
(Chicago:  The  Midwest  Administration  Center,  i960. ) 
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3.  Occupation  and  amount  of  schooling  were  the  best 
predictors  of  educational  belief.  The  greater 
the  amount  of  schooling  and  the  higher  the  occu¬ 
pational  rating,  the  more  likely  the  individual 
was  to  favor  intellectual  development. 

4.  Age,  race,  and  religion  were  less  reliable  pre¬ 
dictors  of  educational  belief. 

5.  Community  type,  income,  sex,  and  proximity-to- 
school  did  not  prove  to  be  variables  closely 
associated  with  educational  viewpoint. 

This  would  appear  to  be  a  systematic  and  thorough 
study,  and,  furthermore,  it  may  be  considered  to  be  in  the 
nature  of  an  innovation  in  education  research,  for  researchers 
have  typically  regarded  the  task  of  education,  because  of  its 
philosophical  nature,  to  be  outside  their  domain. 

In  1961  Hartrick  at  the  University  of  Chicago  completed 
a  study  entitled  "Perceptions  of  the  Public  High  School  Task 
and  Program. "?  This  study  was  in  the  nature  of  a  follow-up 
to  the  previous  study  carried  out  by  Downey.  Downey  found 
that  despite  the  existence  of  significant  differences  in  the 
perceptions  of  the  task  of  the  high  school  held  by  various 
sub-publics,  there  was  generally  a  high  degree  of  consensus. 
The  purpose  of  Hartrick’ s  study  was  to  determine  whether  the 
responses  of  the  sub-publics  would  reveal  less  agreement  at 
the  level  of  procedural  expectations  than  at  the  level  of 
task  expectations. 


^Walter  J.  Hartrick,  "Perceptions  of  the  High  School 
Task  and  Program",  (Doctoral  Thesis,  The  University  of 
Chicago,  Chicago:  1962),  (Micro-filmed.) 
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The  instrument  employed  was  an  adaptation  of  Downey's 
T.P.E.  Opinionnaire.  To  relate  procedural  expectations  to 
task  expectations,  one  reject  statement  and  three  statements 
describing  appropriate  alternative  procedural  means  were 
added  to  each  of  the  sixteen  task  elements.  The  respondents 
were  requested  not  only  to  rank  the  various  task  elements 
but  also  to  choose  for  each  the  general  procedural  method 
which  they  believed  best  suited  to  the  purposes  of  task  reali¬ 
zation. 


The  sample  included  educators,  non-educators,  and 
high  school  students  from  three  differentiated  school  dist¬ 
ricts  in  St.  Louis  County,  Missouri. 

The  following  were  the  major  findings  of  this  study; 

1.  Educators  and  non-educators  visualized  the  high 
school  program  in  similar  fashion,  for  both 
tended  to  hold  established  procedures  as  pro¬ 
cedural  expectations  for  it. 

2.  Expectations  varied  with  the  composition  of  the 
sub- publics,  and  on  the  basis  of  the  respondent's 
educational  or  occupational  level,  it  was  possible 
to  predict  with  some  degree  of  accuracy  his  per¬ 
ception  of  the  task  and  program  of  the  high  school. 

3.  Differences  in  perceptions  of  the  task  and  program 
of  the  high  school  reflected  respondents'  views  of 
the  different  needs  of  youth. 

4.  Both  educators  and  non-educators  perceived  the 

need  for  the  school  to  undertake  some  responsibility 
for  the  development  of  social  skills. 

5.  Both  educators  and  non-educators  regarded  the  pri¬ 
mary  task  of  the  school  to  be  intellectual  develop¬ 
ment,  with  particular  emphasis  on  learning  skills. 
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6.  Neither  educators  nor  non-educators  rejected  any 
task  element,  and,  hence,  both  sub-publics  would 
appear  to  regard  the  task  of  the  high  school  to 

be  a  comprehensive  one,  emphasizing,  in  particular, 
the  intellectual  aspects. 

7.  Both  sub-publics  perceived  the  school  to  be  vo¬ 
cational  in  nature  in  that  all  courses  prepare  a 
student  for  further  education  or  a  career. 

8.  The  high  school  students  tended  to  de-emphasize 
all  things  intellectual,  emphasize  all  things 
social,  and  reject  vocational  training. 

9.  Generally,  the  controversy  with  respect  to  edu¬ 
cation  appeared  to  dissipate  at  the  program  level 
as  it  did  at  the  task  level. 

10.  Since  there  was  such  agreement  between  educators 

and  non-educators  regarding  the  tasks  and  programs 
of  the  high  school,  reasons  for  public  criticism 
of  education  may  be  due  to  their  perceptions  of 
the  results  of  the  school  program. 

This  was,  indeed,  a  very  systematic  and  thorough 
study,  but,  like  the  previous  study,  its  validity  may  have 
been  weakened  by  the  non-random  nature  of  the  sample. 


II.  CANADIAN  STUDIES 


In  1957  Brimacombe^  completed  a  master's  thesis  which 
involved  the  construction  of  a  scale  to  measure  adult  at¬ 
titudes  toward  the  educational  system  of  Alberta  and  the 
testing  of  this  scale  on  a  sampling  of  the  Alberta  public. 


^Arthur  K.  Brimacombe,  "The  Construction  of  a  Scale 
To  Measure  Adult  Attitude  toward  the  Alberta  Educational 
System",  (Unpublished  Master's  thesis,  The  University  of 
Alberta,  Edmonton,  1957.) 


sc  yq  bi  ,  p.  u  ‘T  g to  •>’  -  .ion  .bn  h 


r;  'v-v  '  ’ 


9.  [moo  scfraooarTiTc-  nl 

'OP  •’  Jo  n  .ttoi/T^enoo  dritf  bovlovn  t 


Y  Ijtv  O/T-  't  b  >i  Ct  I  TflV  >3  f:9J  UCtict 


j  *  •*•  -  •  •  b,  •  ■'•:  r  ;  I  p  :  ,.:or<I  )  ,  "tf;v*3Y/8 


25 


The  main  purpose  of  the  study  was  to  provide  data  for  the 
construction  of  the  attitude  scale.  The  scale  was  divided 
into  five  main  parts  dealing  with  the  following  aspects  of 
education:  the  value  of  general  education,  discipline, 

teacher  efficiency,  curriculum,  and  costs.  It  was  adminis¬ 
tered  to  2,500  adults  selected  on  the  basis  of  teachers1 
recommendations. 

The  following  is  a  summary  of  the  findings  which  re¬ 
lated  to  the  current  study: 

1.  Women  were  found  to  have  a  more  favorable  atti¬ 
tude  than  men  toward  Alberta's  education  system. 

2.  No  significant  difference  in  attitudes  was  found 
to  exist  among  persons  living  in  cities,  towns, 
villages,  or  rural  areas. 

3.  Increasing  amounts  of  formal  education  was  re¬ 
lated  to  increasingly  less  favorable  attitudes 
toward  the  Alberta  education  system. 

4.  Changes  in  curriculum  and  teaching  methods 

were  requested  by  almost  half  of  the  respondents. 

The  validity  of  the  latter  findings  may  be  ques¬ 
tioned.  First  of  all,  the  sample  was  likely  biased,  for 
it  was  selected  by  teachers,  and  a  group  thus  chosen  might 
tend  to  be  more  favorably  disposed  toward  education  than  the 
general  public.  Secondly,  the  number  of  returns  was  so  small 
that  it  did  not  warrant  generalization  from  them. 


v  od  3Bw  y1  io  aaoqu/q  niamedT 

•  9lj3oa  abudldda  ©rid  lo  noldomdanoo 

. 

T  n  '.o  j t,  sojjJbs  I  l 3 n '  1 5  lO  SJJ  7  '  L. 

urdossd  lo  8la.ocf  erid  no  £>9d09l9B  adlu&a  005,2,  od  Joeied 

•  3£TOit^£JbXXefflflIO06'X 

, 

-ei  riciriw  c  30  iJba  ft  9dd  lo  viamowa  a  at  aniwollol  sdT 

s^J&x/da  dnanx/o  odd-  od  bodal 


-  -  tt  B  9lcf  110.  si  91001  J3  9VBd  Od  f)£tLrol  919W  XXeOZOW 


"  d  '  3  :  ndv.fi  Sxio  isq  v  '  9  d 

„  8J .  9i  loq  91  9ffd  10  xlsd  laonilB  T£Cf  f>9d89X/p91  919W 


bitwod  JbesoqalJb  ^loa  ad  od  bxiad 


’d si  to  ledoujn  9dd  ,^IJbnoo93  *olIcfjjq  Isieriea 
•  mi  1  no  .r:  sllsiorraa  dnaiisv  do;:  JblJb  d  '  dad; 


26 


The  most  comprehensive  inquiry  into  education  in  the 
province  of  Alberta  is  contained  in  the  Report  of  the  Royal 
Commission  on  Education  in  Alberta. 9  The  purpose  of  this  in¬ 
vestigation  was  to  assess  the  present  system  of  education  and 
to  formulate  recommendations  for  the  future.  The  investi¬ 
gation  was  conducted  by  a  commission  consisting  of  six 
members,  representing  different  parts  of  Alberta  and  different 
occupations  and  professions. 

During  1958  the  commission  heard  six  hundred  persons 
present  189  briefs  and  propose  five  thousand  recommendations. 
Under  its  auspices  six  major  research  projects  and  a  number 
of  minor  studies  were  conducted.  The  final  report  contained 
a  majority  presentation  and  a  minority  submission. 

Only  the  parts  of  this  investigation  which  related  to 
the  current  study  will  be  discussed  here.  The  following  is 
a  summary  of  the  major  recommendations  relating  to  the  school 
program: 

1.  That  the  scope  of  the  educational  offering  be 
broadened  to  include  appropriate  vocational 
courses . 

2.  That  such  progress  be  achieved  through  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  community  colleges. 

3.  That  a  minimum  of  ten  years  of  education  be  held 
desirable  for  those  students  who  by  ability  or 
disposition  are  not  likely  to  proceed  further. 


^Report  of  the  Royal  C omm i s s i on  on  Education  in 
Alberta,  (Edmonton:  The  Queen’s  Printer,  1959),  PP.  85-89. 
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4.  That  terminal  programs  be  devised  for  pupils  in 
the  above  category. 

5.  That  the  compulsory  core  of  the  high  school  pro¬ 
gram  consist  of  English,  social  studies,  science, 
and  mathematics. 

6.  That,  in  addition  to  the  above,  more  intensive 
three-year  programs  be  developed  in  accredited 
schools  in  all  fields  of  study — including  matric¬ 
ulation,  fine  arts,  physical  education,  business 
education,  and  a  variety  of  other  programs  lead¬ 
ing  to  post-secondary  education,  or  of  a  terminal, 
vocational,  or  general  nature. 

7.  That  in  grades  eleven  and  twelve  at  least  one 
major  area  of  each  student’s  program  be  studied 
intensively  so  as  to  develop  his  fullest  capacity 
in  that  area. 

8.  That  appropriate  computational  and  communication 
skills  be  emphasized  in  all  programs. 

9.  That  the  minimum  instruction  time  be  raised  from 
the  present  175  minutes  to  225  minutes  per  week 
per  five-credit  course. 

10.  That  compulsory  religious  instruction  be  rejected 
and  that  more  intensive  use  be  made  of  the  present 
pertinent  provisions. 

The  dissenting  commissioner  in  his  ’’Minority  Report” 
expressed  agreement  with  the  recommendation  that  all  children 
should  have  equal  opportunity  to  develop  their  abilities  to 
the  fullest  capacity,  but  he  disagreed  with  the  other  commiss¬ 
ioners  on  how  this  goal  was  to  be  realized.  He  pointed  out 
that  this  does  not  mean  that  a  diversity  of  educational  pro¬ 
grams  should  be  provided  by  the  school.  He  stated  that  all 
students  should  have  an  opportunity  to  take  the  academic 
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program,  and  that,  by  and  large,  this  is  what  parents  want  for 
their  children.^-0 

It  is  impossible  to  know  if  these  recommendations  re¬ 
presented  the  thinking  of  the  people  of  Alberta,  for  apart 
from  one  study  which  covered  the  opinions  of  forty-one  manu¬ 
facturers  on  technical  and  trades  training,  no  further  system¬ 
atic  effort  was  employed  to  poll  public  opinion  regarding  the 
school  program. 

In  i960  Menear^  completed  a  study  dealing  with  the 
relationship  between  parental  opinion  and  pupil  achievement. 
The  purpose  of  this  study  was  to  devise  criteria  which  could 
be  used  to  identify  favorable  and  critical  groups  of  parents 
with  respect  to  their  attitudes  toward  education. 

The  sample  was  chosen  from  three  urban  school  districts 
in  the  Edmonton  area  whose  residents  were  considered  to  be  of 
different  socio-economic  backgrounds.  It  was  selected  by  the 
teachers  of  the  grades  two,  four,  and  six  pupils  in  these 
areas.  Equal  numbers  of  low,  mid-range,  and  high  achievers 
were  chosen.  Data  were  obtained  through  the  use  of  a  rating 
scale  which  was  administered  personally  by  the  researcher 
and  which  was  supplemented  through  the  use  of  the  unstructured 

10Ibld. .  pp.  135-139. 

V.  Menear,  "Parent  Opinion  and  Pupil  Achievement," 
(Unpublished  Master's  Thesis,  The  University  of  Alberta, 
Edmonton,  i960. ) 


toT  anew  i  w  ji  r  iriJ  ,a;  "t  \L  bno  v  j  ,tf*rU  bna  ^nfl'r^OTq 

:>  at.o  u  .  ■-  ro.'  ott  1  :o  toil 

■  .  1  fc  Jt  .  ’  '<  ilfJC  > 

' 

o  is  £  ec  o  9  ew  ictrr  ■ :  eeorfr  ^  a  t<  ,i  tc  ■  t 3  erf*  ni 

■\  I  K  :  1“  '  T  V  •  '•  .  'W  •  1J 


-.  .  —  ——————— ——————— 


29 


interview  technique.  The  data  were  correlated  with  the 
school  achievement  of  the  pupils  whose  parents  were  inter¬ 
viewed  to  determine  whether  parental  opinion  and  pupil 
achievement  were  related. 

The  following  were  the  major  findings  of  this  study: 

1.  Low  achievement  was  found  to  be  associated  with 
critical  or  indifferent  attitudes  of  parents  to¬ 
ward  local  classrooms. 

2.  Parents  of  the  highest  achievers  gave  only 
mediocre  ratings  to  the  local  classes. 

3.  Most  favorable  ratings  came  from  the  parents 

of  children  achieving  in  the  average  to  slightly 
above  range. 

4.  With  the  exception  of  one  item  relating  to  the 
rating  of  the  child* s  classes,  parental  responses 
grouped  by  class,  school,  occupation,  and  edu¬ 
cation  of  parents  were  not  significantly 
different . 

The  validity  of  the  findings  may  be  questioned,  for 
the  stratified  sample  was  not  chosen  on  a  random  basis  and 
the  use  of  the  unstructured  interview  technique  to  gather 
such  information  is  a  dubious  procedure. 

The  Canadian  phase  of  the  data-gathering  process  for 
Downey* s  study  of  parental  perceptions  of  the  tasks  of 
public  education  occured  at  a  time  when  the  Cameron  Commiss¬ 
ion  was  exploring  ways  and  means  of  obtaining  a  systematic 
expression  of  public  sentiment  regarding  Alberta* s  educat¬ 
ional  system.  The  technique  employed  by  Downey  appealed  to 
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the  Commissioners,  and  they  arranged  for  Andrews^  of  the 
Department  of  Educational  Administrat ion  at  the  University 
of  Alberta  to  conduct  the  invest igation.  In  some  respects, 
however,  the  Alberta  study  differed  from  the  one  carried  on 
in  the  United  States.  The  investigation  was  extended  to 
measure  not  only  public  perceptions  of  what  the  tasks  of 
education  ought  to  be  but  also  educators’  perceptions  of 
what  the  tasks  were  in  actual  practice. 

In  general,  the  results  of  the  Alberta  study  tended 
to  substantiate  the  findings  of  the  study  carried  on  in  the 
United  States.  Several  interesting  findings  emerged  when 
the  opinions  of  various  public  and  professional  groups 
regarding  the  tasks  of  public  education  were  compared  with 
current  practices: 

1.  School  superintendents  and  professors  were  in 
unanimous  agreement  with  the  relative  importance 
of  the  task  elements  currently  employed  in  the 
schools. 

2.  The  general  public  indicated  a  strong  desire  to 
see  both  the  elementary  and  high  schools  increase 
their  emphasis  upon  the  practical,  vocational 
elements  at  the  expense  of  the  cultural,  civic, 
and  intellectual. 

3.  University  professors,  other  than  professors  of 
education,  emphasized  the  need  for  increased 
emphasis  upon  the  cultural  and  academic,  at  the 


12john  H.  Andrews,  ’’The  Tasks  of  the  Alberta  Schools: 
Public  and  Professional  Opinion,  (Edmonton:  The  University 
of  Alberta,  i960).  (Microfilmed.) 


l 

.9013 ob  q  IbjjJos  nl  9T?v  ,  'z b3  er:3  ctert  r 
lb  &3  lecIL  erit  ‘n  I  er  '  'p^r'-  8  f  l 


ft  ios  ^o”'!  .  ■£  3;»  ieb-  Sg4j  i  r.  le  Xcor'.^l. 


. 


31 


expense  of  patriotism  and  the  non-intellectual 
aspects  of  personal  development. 

The  Andrews  Study  was  of  value  in  the  current  investi¬ 
gation,  for  it  made  possible  comparisons  between  the  values 
reflected  in  that  study  and  current  views  of  the  values  of 
the  school  program. 

In  I962  Bride completed  a  study  of  public  attitudes 
towards  schools  in  Lethbridge  School  Division  No.  7.  The 
purpose  of  this  study  was  to  obtain  the  attitudes  of  parents, 
teachers,  and  students  regarding  their  satisfaction  with  the 
job  the  high  school  was  doing.  The  three  opinionnaires  de¬ 
signed  for  use  in  this  survey  were  based  on  the  inventories 
developed  by  Hand  and  associates.  A  stratified  random 
sample  was  chosen  consisting  of  grades  ten,  eleven  and 
twelve  pupils  in  that  area  and  their  parents.  An  opinion- 
naire  also  was  administered  to  all  the  high  school  teachers 
in  that  division. 

For  the  purposes  of  this  review,  only  the  parts  of 
this  study  which  related  to  the  school  program  will  be  dis¬ 
cussed.  Perceptions  of  three  important  responsibilities 
concerning  curriculum,  as  defined  by  the  Alberta  School  Act, 
were  investigated,  namely:  (1)  adequacy  of  course  offerings 

^Kenneth  W.  Bride,  "Public  Attitudes  Toward  Schools 
in  Lethbridge  School  Division  No.  7,  (Unpublished  Master's 
thesis.  The  University  of  Alberta,  Edmonton:  1962. ) 
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locally,  (2)  treatment  of  subject  matter  in  the  classroom, 
and  (3)  citizenship  development.  The  following  is  a  summary 
of  the  major  findings  relating  to  these  responsibilities: 

1.  In  general,  the  respondents  felt  that  the  teach¬ 
ing  methods  employed  were  fairly  satisfactory. 

2.  The  various  groups  thought  that  there  was  no 
serious  deficiency  in  the  availability  of 
courses,  but  a  sizable  portion  suggested  the 
addition  of  courses  of  a  technical,  commercial, 
and  fine  arts  nature. 

3.  All  groups  thought  that  the  schools  did  a  satis¬ 
factory  job  of  teaching  citizenship,  but  the 
teachers  were  less  pleased  than  the  others  with 
the  job  being  done  in  this  particular  area. 

This  would  appear  to  be  a  sound  study,  for  the  most 
effective  sampling  techniques  were  used  and  adequate  meas¬ 
ures  were  taken  to  determine  the  validity  and  reliability  of 
the  instruments.  The  findings  relating  to  curriculum, 
however,  were  too  general  in  nature  to  be  very  revealing. 


III.  CONCLUSION 


In  general,  this  review  of  the  related  literature 
indicated  that  the  amount  of  research  relating  to  public  per¬ 
ceptions  of  the  school  program  is  limited.  A  lack  of  time 
and  money  made  it  difficult  for  many  of  the  investigators  to 
use  the  most  effective  sampling  techniques.  Since  most  of 
the  research  relating  to  public  perceptions  of  the  school 
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program  was  carried  on  within  the  framework  of  larger  studies 
the  findings  tended  to  be  brief  and  superficial.  They  did, 
however,  provide  bases  for  comparison  between  current  and 
previous  values. 
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CHAPTER  III 
PROCEDURE 

I.  THE  PILOT  STUDY 

The  original  plan  for  this  investigat icr  was  to  ad¬ 
minister  a  questionnaire  to  a  representative  samtle  of  sub¬ 
groups  in  various  regions  of  the  province  of  Alberta.  An 
instrument  was  developed  consisting  of  a  series  of  cases 
designed  to  focus  thinking  on  the  various  types  of  place¬ 
ment  problems  faced  by  the  high  school.  After  reading  each 
case  the  respondents  were  asked  to  react  to  these  two 
questions:  (1)  In  what  program  would  you  place  this 

student?  (2)  The  school  placed  him  in  this  program.  A 
program  was  specified  for  each  case.'  Do  you  agree  or  dis¬ 
agree  with  the  school's  decision?  State  reasons  for  vour 
response.  The  first  question  was  closed  in  nature,  for  the 
respondents  were  given  a  list  of  all  the  different  types  of 
programs  from  which  they  were  to  make  their  choice.  The 
second  question  was  open-ended.  This  and  all  further  re¬ 
visions  failed  to  elicit  significant  information  when  it 
was  tried  out  on  a  pilot  group  made  up  of  fourteen  parents 
and  teachers. 

The  questionnaires  were  administered  by  the  investi¬ 
gator.  In  each  case  a  follow-up  interview  was  conducted  in 
order  to  get  the  respondents  to  elaborate  on  their  responses 
to  items  in  the  questionnaire.  The  purpose  of  this  procedur 
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was  to  determine  to  what  extent  the  participants  were  able  to 
express  opinions  on  matters  relating  to  the  school  program. 

The  pilot  study  proved  to  be  valuable  in  that  it  revealed 
the  kinds  of  questions  to  which  parents  would  respond  and  the 
kinds  of  information  they  were  able  to  supply.  On  the  basis 
of  this  study  it  was  decided  that,  because  of  the  difficulty 
parents  had  in  interpreting  questions  and  in  expressing  them¬ 
selves  and  because  of  the  difficulty  the  investigator  had  in 
interpreting  the  information  they  provided,  the  most  effective 
technique  which  could  be  used  to  gather  data  was  that  of  the 
personal  interview. 


II.  THE  SAMPLE 


Since  the  interview  technique  is  so  expensive  and 
time-consuming,  this  study  was  limited  to  one  county.  The 
county  of  Vulcan  was  chosen  for  the  following  reasons: 

1.  Because  it  has  a  convenient  distribution  of  farm 
and  non- farm  residents. 

2.  Because  the  population  of  the  parents  of  the  grade 
eleven  students  was  sufficiently  small  to  permit 
the  use  of  the  interview  technique. 

3.  Because  the  majority  of  the  parents  could  be  ex¬ 
pected  to  have  some  familiarity  with  non-matric¬ 
ulation  programs  as  well  as  matriculation,  since 
the  main  high  school  serving  the  county  offered 
a  highly  diversified  program. 
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The  sample  was  limited  to  parents  because  they  were 
more  likely  to  be  concerned  about  education  than  non-parents 
and  could  be  expected  to  have  more  opinions  on  the  matter 
because  of  their  familiarity  with  the  school  experiences  of 
their  children.  The  sample  was  drawn  from  the  parents  of  the 
grade  eleven  students  because  it  was  felt  that  by  the  time 
their  children  had  two  years  experience  in  high  school, 
parents  would  have  had  ample  opportunity  to  form  opinions 
regarding  the  high  school  program,  and,  furthermore,  a  sample 
chosen  at  the  grade  elevel  level  probably  would  include  more 
parents  of  students  of  a  wider  range  of  academic  interest  and 
achievement  than  would  a  sample  chosen  from  the  grade  twelves. 

The  sample  was  drawn  from  the  total  population  of  the 
grade  eleven  students  in  Vulcan  County  in  the  latter  half  of 
the  school  year  1964-1965.  The  answer  sheets  from  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Education's  study ^  of  the  "Vocational  Aspirations  of 
Alberta  Youth"  served  as  the  basis  for  selection.  The  total 
population,  according  to  this  study,  consisted  of  one  hundred 
students.  To  get  an  equal  distribution  of  farm  and  non-farm 
population,  the  answer  sheets  were  divided  into  two  groups: 
Those  of  farm-residing  students  and  those  of  non-farm-residing 
students.  Of  the  total  population  of  students,  fifty-five 

1-Dr.  Donald  Fair,  "The  Vocational  Aspirations  of  Alberta 
Youth",  (Edmonton:  Study  sponsored  by  the  Department  of  Edu¬ 
cation,  I965.  ) 
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were  farm  residents  and  forty-five  were  non- farm  residents. 

A  sample  consisting  of  sixty  percent  of  each  group  was  chosen 
through  the  use  of  a  table  of  random  numbers.  The  total 
sample  of  sixty  was  made  up  of  thirty-three  farm-residing 
students  and  twenty-seven  non-farm-residing  students.  The 
drawing  procedure  was  continued  in  order  to  gain  randomly 
an  additional  thirty  per  cent  of  each  group  to  provide  sub¬ 
stitutes  for  parents  from  the  original  sample  who  were  un¬ 
available  for  interviewing.  The  interviewing  was  confined 
to  one  parent  of  each  student  in  the  sample. 

III.  THE  INTERVIEW  TECHNIQUE 

A  series  of  semi-standardized  questions  was  constructed 
to  serve  as  the  basis  for  obtaining  comparable  information  by 
way  of  the  interview  technique.  Several  opening  questions 
were  devised  to  put  the  interviewees  at  their  ease  and  to  find 
out  how  knowledgeable  they  were  regarding  educational  matters. 
The  opening  questions  were  the  following: 

1.  What  program  is  your  son  (or  daughter)  taking? 

2.  What  other  programs  were  available? 

3.  Do  you  have  much  contact  with  the  school? 

4.  How  much  information  does  the  school  give  you 
regarding  its  program? 
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The  following  were  the  questions  which  formed  the  main 
body  of  the  interview: 

1.  How  did  he  (she)  get  into  this  program? 

2.  How  much  say  did  you  have  in  deciding  what  program 

he  (she)  would  take? 

3.  What  program  did  you  want  him  (her)  to  take? 

4.  Is  he  (she)  able  to  get  the  kind  of  program  you 

want  for  him  (her)  in  this  particular  area? 

5.  If  he  (she)  were  starting  high  school  all  over 
again,  what  program  would  you  want  him  (her)  to 
take? 

6.  For  what  reasons  are  you  satisfied  with  the  pro¬ 
gram  he  (she)  is  taking? 

7.  For  what  reasons  are  you  dissatisfied  with  the 
program  he  (she)  is  taking? 

8.  How  satisfied  are  you  with  the  program  he  (she) 
is  taking?  Rate  according  to  the  following 
scale. 


Not  at  all, 

Poorly, 

Fairly, 

Well, 

Very  Well 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

9.  What  do  you  consider  to  be  the  greatest  obstacle 
to  his  (her)  progress  in  the  program  he  (she)  is 
taking? 

10.  Do  you  think  that  a  student  should  receive  job 
training  in  high  school  or  should  this  be  pro¬ 
vided  in  another  institution  after  he  (she) 
leaves  school? 

11.  Do  you  think  that  boys  and  girls  should  have 
different  programs? 
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All  questions  except  number  eight  were  open-ended  in 
nature.  In  the  case  of  question  five,  parents  were  encour¬ 
aged  to  reflect  on  the  values  underlying  their  choice.  In 
the  case  of  questions  six,  seven,  ten,  and  eleven,  parents 
were  encouraged  to  react  to  each  of  them  in  general  and  then 
to  follow  up  the  leads  given  by  their  opening  statements. 

In  the  case  of  question  nine,  parents  were  encouraged  to 
discuss  the  reasons  behind  their  choice  of  obstacle.  For 
the  most  part,  the  other  questions  did  not  require  further 
elaboration,  but  explanation  of  terminology  was  necessary 
in  some  cases. 

The  questions  were  tried  on  eight  parents  in  the  Ed¬ 
monton  area,  and  it  was  found  that  they  elicited  meaningful 
information.  Prior  to  the  interviews,  letters  were  sent  to 
the  parents  by  the  Superintendent  of  Schools  for  Vulcan 
County  indicating  that  they  would  be  contacted  by  the  investi¬ 
gator  to  discuss  the  school  program  and  requesting  their  co¬ 
operation. 

The  information  was  recorded  during  the  course  of  each 
interview.  A  record  form^  was  devised  providing  appropriate 
spaces  for  recording  background  information  and  answers  to 
questions.  Immediately  after  each  interview,  pertinent  obser¬ 
vations  were  recorded,  and  the  answers  were  checked  to  see  that 
they  were  complete. 

p 

^A  sample  of  the  record  form  is  included  in  the  Appendix. 
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IV.  METHODS  OF  ANALYSIS 

For  the  purposes  of  analysis,  the  information  on  the 
record  sheets  was  summarized  in  point  form  and  then  quantified 
in  order  to  obtain  the  frequencies  of  responses  and  the  per¬ 
centage  each  was  of  the  total  number.  The  information  was 
then  recorded  in  the  form  of  appropriate  tables. 

The  numbers  in  the  sub-groups  were  not  sufficiently 
large  to  warrant  the  use  of  the  chi-square  test  of  significant 
difference,  so  comparisons  had  to  be  made  on  the  bases  of  fre¬ 
quencies  and  percentages.  Medians  were  calculated  for  the 
results  obtained  from  the  question  dealing  with  the  rating  of 
program  satisfaction.  A  limited  amount  of  documentation  was 
used  to  reveal  significant  trends  and  interrelat ionships . 
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CHAPTER  IV 


FINDINGS 

I.  INTRODUCTION 

This  investigation  examined  parental  perceptions  of 
the  high  school  curricular  program  in  Vulcan  County.  The 
sample  consisted  of  sixty  per  cent  of  the  total  population 
of  the  parents  of  the  grade  eleven  students  in  the  academic 
year  1964-1965.  The  interview  technique,  based  on  a  series 
of  semi-standardized  questions,  was  used  to  gather  data. 

The  responses  were  recorded  during  the  course  of  each 
interview  on  record  forms  designed  for  this  purpose.  The 
data  were  then  summarized  in  point  form  and  quantified  to 
get  the  frequency  of  responses  for  each  item  and  the  percent¬ 
age  each  was  of  the  total  number. 

In  the  statement  of  the  problem,  the  questions  were 
grouped  under  appropriate  headings.  In  the  report  of  the 
findings,  each  of  these  headings  will  serve  as  a  major  sub¬ 
division  of  the  chapter.  Because  of  the  large  number  of 
questions  examined  in  this  study  and  the  lengthy  nature  of 
some  of  the  data,  such  treatment  should  make  for  a  clearer 
presentation  of  the  findings.  The  chapter  will  end  with  a 
general  summary  of  the  findings. 
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I.  KINDS  OF  EDUCATIONAL  PROGRAMS  DESIRED  BY  PARENTS 


The  questions  designed  to  indicate  the  kinds  of  edu¬ 
cational  programs  desired  by  the  parents  were  the  following: 

A.  What  kinds  of  educational  programs  do  parents 
want  for  their  children  in  grade  eleven? 

B.  Do  parents  consider  vocational  education  or 
training  to  be  part  of  the  task  of  the  high 
school? 

C.  Do  parents  who  consider  vocational  education  or 
training  to  be  part  of  the  task  of  the  high 
school  want  it  for  their  own  children? 

D.  What  reasons  do  parents  state  for  considering 
vocational  education  or  training  to  be  part  of 
the  task  of  the  high  school? 

E.  What  reasons  do  parents  state  for  not  consider¬ 
ing  vocational  education  or  training  to  be  part 
of  the  task  of  the  high  school? 

F.  Do  parents  think  that  boys  and  girls  should  have 
different  programs? 

G.  For  what  reasons  do  parents  want  similar  programs 
for  boys  and  girls? 

H.  For  what  reasons  do  parents  want  different  pro¬ 
grams  for  boys  and  girls? 

The  data  pertaining  to  these  questions  will  be  organized  under 
appropriate  sub-headings. 


Programs  Wanted  by  Parents 

The  data  relating  to  the  question  dealing  with  the  kinds 
of  educational  programs  parents  wanted  for  their  children  in 
grade  eleven  are  presented  in  Table  I.  In  this  table  the  data 
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are  analyzed  according  to  the  factors  of  residency  and  sex 
of  offspring  along  with  a  summary  of  the  frequencies  and  per¬ 
centages  for  the  total  sample  of  parents.  The  demand  for  the 
matriculation  program  was  consistently  high  among  all  cate¬ 
gories  of  parents.  The  total  demand  for  the  matriculation 
program  was  eighty-eight  per  cent  whereas  the  total  demand 
for  the  non-matriculation  programs  was  only  twelve  per  cent. 
Obviously,  the  great  majority  of  the  parents  wanted  their 
children  in  the  matriculation  program. 


'I  no  p.bw 


44 


TABLE  I 

KINDS  OF  EDUCATIONAL  PROGRAMS  PARENTS  WANTED 
FOR  THEIR  CHILDREN  IN  GRADE  ELEVEN 


Category  of 
Parents 

Matriculation 
Number  Percent 

Non-matriculation 
Number  Percent 

Farm-residing 

Parents 

30 

91 

3 

9 

Non- farm-residing 
Parents 

23 

00 

v_n 

4 

15 

Parents  of  Boys 

23 

EB - 

- 3 - 

- T2 - 

Parents  of  Girls 

30 

88 

4 

12 

Totals  f or  All 

Parents 

53 

88 

7 

12 
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Parental  Views  on  Vocational  Education  as  a  Task  of  the  High 

School 

In  order  to  present  clearly  parental  views  on  vocat¬ 
ional  education  as  a  task  of  the  high  school,  it  is  necessary 
to  indicate  (1)  the  extent  to  which  they  thought  the  high 
school  should  offer  this  kind  of  education,  (2)  the  students 
for  whom  they  believed  it  should  be  offered,  and  (3)  the  kinds 
of  vocational  education  or  training  which  they  thought  should 
be  employed.  This  information  is  presented  in  Table  II,  on 
page  46  and  Table  III,  page  49.  A  question  which  became  ob¬ 
vious  as  a  result  of  reviewing  the  findings  relating  to  the 
above  issues  was  the  following:  Did  the  parents  who  regarded 
vocational  education  or  training  to  be  a  task  of  the  high 
school  want  it  for  their  own  children?  This  question  will  be 
treated  immediately  following  the  first  three  issues.  The 
discussion  relating  to  vocational  education  will  end  with  a 
presentation  of  the  reasons  why  parents  did  or  did  not  think 
that  the  high  schools  should  offer  vocational  education  or 
training. 

The  findings  in  Table  II  indicate  that  approximately 
half  of  the  parents  (48  per  cent)  did  not  regard  vocational 
education  or  training  to  be  part  of  the  task  of  the  high 
school.  The  other  half  of  the  parent  sample  thought  that  the 
high  schools  should  offer  vocational  education  or  training  to 
all  or  part  of  the  student  body.  With  regard  to  those  parents 
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EXTENT  TO  WHICH  PARENTS  REGARDED  VOCATIONAL  EDUCATION  OR 
TRAINING  TO  BE  PART  OF  THE  JOB  OF  THE  HIGH  SCHOOL 
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who  did  not  consider  vocational  education  to  be  part  of  the 
task  of  the  high  school,  there  was  little  difference  in  the 
percentages  of  responses  among  their  sub-categories  when  their 
opinions  were  classified  according  to  place  of  residence,  pro¬ 
gram  placement,  and  sex  of  offspring. 

Very  few  parents  in  any  sub-category  indicated  a  de¬ 
sire  for  the  high  schools  to  offer  vocational  education  or 
training  for  all  students.  Only  five  per  cent  of  the  parent 
body  indicated  that  they  thought  that  the  high  schools  should 
offer  some  kind  of  vocational  education  or  training  for  all 
students;  twenty-five  per  cent  indicated  that  some  kind  of 
vocational  education  or  training  should  be  offered  to  students 
unable  to  take  the  matriculation  program,  and  twenty  per  cent 
indicated  a  desire  to  have  the  schools  offer  vocational  edu¬ 
cation  or  training  for  non-matr iculants  who  are  interested  in 
it.  Thus  the  majority  of  the  parents  who  regarded  vocational 
education  or  training  to  be  a  task  of  the  high  school  wanted 
it  confined  either  to  students  unable  to  take  matriculation 
or  to  interested  non-matriculants. 

Table  III  indicates  the  kinds  of  vocational  education 
or  training  parents  thought  the  high  schools  should  offer. 

Half  of  the  total  sample  of  parents  thought  that  the  high 
schools  should  offer  some  form  of  vocational  education  or 
training,  and  of  this  half,  forty-three  per  cent  indicated 
that  they  desired  the  high  schools  to  offer  exploratory  vocat¬ 
ional  courses,  and  seven  per  cent  indicated  that  they  desired 
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the  high  school  to  offer  vocational  training  for  a  specific 
job.  There  was  little  divergence  among  the  percentages  of 
responses  for  the  sub-categories  of  parents  regarding  their 
views  on  the  kinds  of  vocational  education  or  training  to  be 
offered  by  the  high  schools.  From  these  findings  it  is  ap¬ 
parent  that  very  few  parents  considered  vocational  training 
for  a  specific  job  to  be  a  task  of  the  high  school.  The 
majority  of  the  parents  who  regarded  vocational  education  to 
be  a  task  of  the  high  school  wanted  the  vocational  courses  to 
be  of  an  exploratory  nature  to  form  a  part  of  the  general 
education  of  the  student. 

In  looking  back  over  the  data  relating  to  parental 
views  of  vocational  education  as  a  task  of  the  high  school, 
an  obvious  question  arose:  Did  the  parents  who  regarded 
vocational  education  or  training  to  be  a  task  of  the  high 
school  want  it  for  their  own  children?  To  determine  the 
answer  to  this  question,  the  data  were  re-examined  to  see 
in  what  programs  parents  who  regarded  vocational  education 
as  a  task  of  the  high  school  wanted  their  own  children 
placed. 

The  results  revealed  that  of  the  30  parents  in  this 
category,  23  or  77  per  oent  of  them  wanted  their  children  to 
take  the  matriculation  program  and  7  or  23  per  cent  of  them 
desired  their  children  to  have  non-matriculation  programs. 
These  statistics  make  it  apparent  a  large  majority  of  the 
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TABLE  III 


KlTDS  0? 
PARSK 


VOCATIONAL  EDUCATION  OR  TRAIN  1 1. 
3  THOUGHT  SCHOOLS  SHOULD  CRT RR 


Category  of 
Parent 

Exploratory  Vocational 
courses 

Number  Percent 

Vocational  Training 
for  a  Specific  Job 
Number  Percent 

Parents  of 
Matriculants 

16 

41 

1 

3 

Parents  of  Non- 
Xatriculants 

10 

48 

3 

-- 

8 

Farm-residing 

Parents 

16 

48 

1 

Non- f  arm-residing 
Parents 

10 

37 

J 

11 

Parents  of 
Girls 

16 

47 

2 

6 

Parents  of 

Boys 

10 

59 

2 

8 

Totals  for  All 
Parents 

26 

43 

4 

7 

'■  >  fr'TP 

' 
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parents  who  regarded  vocational  education  to  be  a  task  of 
the  high  school  did  not  want  it  for  their  own  children. 

Hence,  it  may  be  concluded  that  the  actual  parental  demand 
for  vocational  education  was  small. 

Table  IV  summarizes  the  reasons  why  parents  thought 
the  high  schools  should  offer  vocational  education  or  train¬ 
ing  under  these  two  categories:  (1)  reasons  why  parents 
wished  the  high  schools  to  offer  exploratory  vocational 
courses,  and,  (2)  reasons  why  parents  wished  the  high  schools 
to  offer  vocational  training  for  a  specific  job.  The 
majority  of  the  reasons  given  for  wishing  the  high  schools 
to  offer  vocational  courses  of  an  exploratory  nature  appeared 
to  reflect  parental  concern  to  have  these  courses  become  an 
integral  part  of  the  general  education  of  the  students  in 
order  to  give  them  a  basic  preparation  for  the  world  of  work. 
The  reasons  offered  for  considering  vocational  training  for 
a  specific  job  to  be  a  task  of  the  high  school  were  so  few 
that  they  do  not  warrant  generalization  from  them. 
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TABLE  IV 

SUMMARY  OF  REASONS  WHY  PARENTS  THOUGHT  THE  HIGH  SCHOOLS 
SHOULD  OFFER  VOCATIONAL  EDUCATION  OR  TRAINING 


Reasons  why  parents  wished  the  high 
schools  to  offer  exploratory  vocat- 
ional  courses _ _ _____ _ 

To  acquaint  students  with  a  variety 
of  jobs  and  the  skills  and  training 

they  require . .  . . 

Such  courses  can  be  combined  with 
academic  or  general  courses  to  give 
students  a  well-rounded  education. . . 

The  high  school  cannot  offer  the 
high  quality  of  vocational  training 
necessary  for  specialization . 

Specialization  might  be  a  waste  of 
time  because  so  many  students  do 
not  know  what  kind  of  training  they 
want . 

To  help  students  to  find  out  what 
the  world  of  work  is  like . 

Such  courses  give  non-academic  stu¬ 
dents  a  chance  to  discover  and  de¬ 
velop  their  talents....... . 

Provision  of  such  courses  would  en¬ 
able  more  students  to  complete  high 
school . .  . . . 


Reasons  why  parents  wished  the  high 
schools  to  offer  vocation  training 
for  a  specific  job 

Such  training  would  enable  students 
to  go  directly  from  high  school  to 
the  labor  force  with  marketable 
skills . . . 

Such  training  saves  parents*  money 
because  they  do  not  have  to  send 
their  children  away  for  specialized 
training . 

Such  training  gives  non-academic 
students  a  chance  to  develop  their 
talents . . . .  0 . 


Number  Percent 


18  43 

11  25 

5  11 


4  10 

3  7 


1  2 


l  3 
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1  25 

1  25 
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Table  V  presents  the  reasons  parents  stated  for  not 
considering  vocational  education  or  training  to  be  a  task  of 
the  high  school.  The  majority  of  these  reasons  appeared  to 
reflect  parental  concern  about  having  the  high  schools 
attend  to  their  main  task  of  offering  a  good  general  edu¬ 
cation  for  all  students.  The  other  reasons  reflected  con¬ 
cern  about  the  quality  of  the  current  vocational  courses  and 
the  pitfalls  involved  in  offering  such  courses  to  young  high 
school  students. 
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TABLE  V 

SUMMARY  OF  REASONS  WHY  PARENTS  THOUGHT  THE  HIGH  SCHOOLS 
SHOULD  NOT  OFFER  VOCATIONAL  EDUCATION  OR  TRAINING 

Reasons  Number  Per  cent 


Interferes  with  the  job  of  the  high 
school  which  is  to  provide  a  general 

education  for  all  students .  22  29 

General  education  is  the  best  pre¬ 
paration  for  all  future  job  training.  18  24 

Students  entering  high  school  are  not 
mature  enough  to  know  what  kind  of 

training  they  want .  13  17 

The  high  schools  are  not  able  to 
offer  the  variety  and  quality  of  vo¬ 
cational  courses  which  are  offered 

by  vocational  and  technical  schools..  13  17 

There  is  a  danger  that  students  will 
take  vocational  courses  which  they 

will  never  use....* . 6  9 

Vocational  education  does  not  pro¬ 
vide  the  answer  to  the  problems  of 
the  students  who  are  having  academic 

difficulties .  1  1 


Providing  vocational  education  en¬ 
ables  the  high  school  to  dodge  its 
real  problem-- improving  academic 
course  offerings  to  make  them  avail¬ 


able  to  all  students .  1  1 

It  would  be  preferable  for  the  high 
schools  to  offer  practical  courses 
in  typing  and  home  economics  which 

have  wide  applicability .  1  1 
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Parental  Opinions  Regarding  Different  Programs  for  Girls 

and  Boys 

In  order  to  illustrate  parental  opinion  regarding 
different  programs  for  boys  and  girls,  it  is  necessary  to 
indicate  the  demand  for  different  programs  and  also  the 
reasons  why  parents  wanted  similar  or  different  programs. 

Table  VI  summarizes  the  findings  relating  to  parental 
opinion  regarding  different  programs  for  girls  and  boys  with 
an  analysis  of  the  data  according  to  the  factors  of  place 
of  residency  and  sex  of  offspring  and  a  summary  for  the  total 
sample  of  parents. 

According  to  these  findings,  43  per  cent  of  the  parents 
indicated  that  they  did  not  desire  different  programs  for  boys 
and  girls,  20  per  cent  of  them  indicated  that  they  did,  and 
37  per  cent  of  them  stated  that  they  had  no  opinion  on  the 
matter.  If  it  is  reasonable  to  assume  that  the  parents  who 
indicated  that  they  had  no  opinion  on  this  matter  were  satis¬ 
fied  with  the  current  system  of  offering  similar  programs  for 
girls  and  boys,  then  it  may  be  concluded  that  a  large  majority 
of  the  parents  wanted  the  high  schools  to  offer  similar  pro¬ 
grams  for  girls  and  boys. 

A  review  of  the  evidence  indicates  that  of  the  48 
parents  who  did  not  indicate  a  desire  to  have  the  schools 
offer  different  programs  for  girls  and  boys,  44  of  them 
(92  per  cent)  wanted  their  children  to  take  the  matriculation 
program.  Apparently  the  lack  of  demand  for  different  programs 
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TABLE  VI 

NUMBERS  AND  PERCENTAGES  OF  PARENTS  DESIRING 
DIFFERENT  PROGRAMS  FOR  GIRLS  AND  BOYS 


Those  desir¬ 
ing  different 
programs 


Those  desir¬ 
ing  similar 
programs 


No  opinion 


No. 

Percent 

No. 

Percent 

No. 

Percent 

Farm-residing 

Parents 

6 

18 

16 

49 

11 

33 

Non- farm-residing 
Parents 

6 

22 

10 

37 

11 

41 

Parents  of  girls 

6 

18 

15 

44 

13 

38 

Parents  of  boys 

6 

23 

11 

42 

9 

35 

Totals  for  all 
Parents 

12 

20 

26 

43 

22 

37 
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for  boys  and  girls  reflected  parental  desire  to  have  both 
take  the  matriculation  program. 

The  reasons  stated  by  parents  for  desiring  the  high 
schools  to  offer  similar  programs  for  boys  and  girls  are  the 
following: 


Reasons 


Women  and  men  seek  the  same  higher  edu¬ 
cation  and  job  opportunities  and  hence 
need  the  same  education . 

General  education  is  the  best  prepar¬ 
ation  for  life,  and  both  sexes  profit 
equally  from  this . 

Both  sexes  have  equal  ability  and  hence 
should  have  equal  educational  opport¬ 
unity . 

Our  society  already  places  too  much 
emphasis  on  the  differences  between  the 
sexes . . . 


Number  Per  cent 


21  73 


4  14 


3  10 

1  3 


This  summary  indicates  that  the  great  majority  of  the 
reasons  given  by  parents  who  thought  boys  and  girls  should 
have  similar  programs  related  to  vocational  aspirations. 

It  is  apparent  that  the  majority  of  these  parents  wanted 
boys  and  girls  to  have  equal  educational  and  vocational 
opportunities. 
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The  reasons  stated  by  parents  for  wanting  the  high 
schools  to  offer  different  programs  for  boys  and  girls  were 
the  following: 

Reasons  Number  Per  Cent 


A  greater  effort  should  be  made  to 
accommodate  the  separate  interests  of 
girls  in  subjects  such  as  science  and 

mathematics .  5  42 

Girls  should  have  courses  in  homemaking 

in  addition  to  the  regular  program .  5  42 

The  physical  education  program  for  girls 
is  modelled  too  closely  on  that  of  the 

boys .  1  8 


Girls  should  have  more  subjects  of  a 
psychological  or  sociological  nature 
which  will  helo  them  to  understand 

people .  1  8 

These  findings  indicate  that  none  of  the  reasons 
given  for  wanting  different  programs  for  boys  and  girls  re¬ 
flected  a  desire  for  major  changes  in  the  total  program  but 
either  changes  in  particular  subjects  or  the  addition  of 
subjects  to  the  current  curriculum  to  accommodate  the  needs 
and  interests  of  girls. 


II.  PARENTAL  SATISFACTION  WITH  PROGRAM  PLACEMENT 

AND  PROGRAMS 

The  questions  designed  to  illustrate  parental  satis¬ 
faction  with  the  placement  of  their  children  in  specific 
programs  and  with  the  programs  which  their  children  were 
taking  were  the  following: 
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A.  Are  parents  program-placement-satisfied? 

B.  Do  parents  who  are  dissatisfied  with  the  place¬ 
ment  of  their  children  in  the  non-matriculat ion 
programs  regard  vocational  education  or  train¬ 
ing  to  be  part  of  the  job  of  the  high  school? 

C.  To  what  extent  are  parents  program-satisfied? 

D.  For  what  reasons  are  parents  program-satisfied? 

E.  For  what  reasons  are  parents  program  dissatisfied? 

F.  What  do  parents  consider  to  be  the  greatest  pro¬ 
gram  obstacles? 

G.  Do  parents  question  the  value  of  the  non-matric¬ 
ulation  programs  offered  by  the  high  schools? 

The  data  pertaining  to  these  questions  will  be  organized  under 

appropriate  sub-headings. 

Program-placement-satisfaction 

The  data  relating  to  the  question  dealing  with  the 
program-placement-satisfaction  of  parents  are  presented  in 
Table  VII.  According  to  these  findings,  all  of  the  parents 
of  matriculation  students  were  program-placement-satisfied 
whereas  the  majority  of  the  parents  of  non-matriculation 
students  (67  per  cent)  were  not.  With  regard  to  the  sub¬ 
categories  of  parents  of  non-matriculants ,  45  per  cent  of 
the  non-farm  residing  parents  were  program-placement-satis¬ 
fied  whereas  only  20  per  cent  of  the  farm-residing  parents 
indicated  this  to  be  so.  There  was  an  even  larger  discrep¬ 
ancy  in  the  figures  for  the  parents  of  male  and  female  non- 
matr  iculants ,  for  the  majority  of  the  parents  of  girls 
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(56  per  cent)  and  only  a  small  minority  of  the  parents  of 
boys  (17  per  cent)  indicated  that-  they  were  program-place¬ 
ment-satisfied.  Hence,  it  would  appear  that  place  of  resid¬ 
ence  and  sex  of  offspring  were  determiners  of  the  viewpoint 
of  parents  of  non-matriculants  regarding  program-placement- 
satisfaction. 

Since  the  majority  of  the  parents  of  non-matriculants 
(76  per  cent)  were  program-placement-dissatisfied,  and  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  it  is  their  children  who  are  most  likely 
to  be  placed  in  vocational  courses,  an  obvious  question  that 
arose  was  whether  or  not  these  parents  regarded  vocational 
education  or  training  to  be  part  of  the  task  of  the  high  school. 
A  review  of  the  evidence  indicated  that  the  majority  of  this 
group  (76  per  cent)  did  not  view  vocational  education  or 
training  to  be  a  task  of  the  high  school;  24  per  cent  of  them 
wished  the  high  school  to  offer  vocational  courses  of  an  ex¬ 
ploratory  nature,  and  none  of  them  wanted  the  high  school  to 
offer  vocational  training  for  a  specific  job.  Thus  the  demand 
for  vocational  training  on  the  part  of  program-placement- 
dissatisfied  parents  of  non-matriculants  was  very  small. 

This  evidence  will  be  supplemented  by  the  following 
excerpts  from  several  interviews  with  parents  of  non-matric¬ 
ulants  who  were  program-placement-dissatisfied.  In  no  case 
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TABLE  VII 

EXTENT  TO  WHICH  PARENTS  WERE  PROGRAM-PLACEMENT-SATISFIED 


Categories 
of  parents 

Matriculation 

Satisfied  Dissatisfied 
No.  %  No.  % 

N  on-matr ic  ulat i on 
Satisfied  Dissatisfied 
No.  %  No.  % 

Farm-re- 

siding 

parents 

23 

100 

0 

0 

2 

20 

8 

80 

Non-f arm¬ 
residing 
parents 

16 

100 

0 

0 

5 

45 

6 

55 

Parents  of 
girls 

25 

100 

0 

0 

5 

56 

4 

46 

Parents  of 
boys 

14 

100 

0 

0 

2 

1? 

10 

83 

Totals  for 
all  parents 

39 

100 

0 

0 

7 

33 

14 

67 
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will  the  names  of  parents  or  children  be  mentioned.  This 
evidence  provides  greater  insight  into  the  thinking  of  these 
parents. 


Case  No.  1.  My  daughter  is  in  the  commercial  course 
because  there  was  no  alternative  but  for  her  to  take  it. 

I,  myself,  am  against  job  training  in  the  school.  But 
what  else  is  there?  The  matriculation  program  is  so  in¬ 
flexible  that  it  cuts  off  a  large  number  of  average  stu¬ 
dents  from  taking  it.  If  it  were  changed,  more  students 
might  be  able  to  get  it. 

Case  No.  2.  Vocational  training  should  not  be  put 
on  in  the  high  school.  It  is  the  job  of  the  high  school 
to  give  a  good  general  education.  The  other  can  come 
later.  I  don’t  think  the  school  can  do  justice  to  both. 
The  vocational  courses  they  offer  around  here  "aren’t 
much.”  My  husband  is  a  tradesman,  and  he  knows. 

Case  No.  3.  I  am  against  offering  vocational  courses 
in  the  schools.  They  aren’t  able  to  offer  enough  courses 
to  meet  the  needs  of  the  students.  My  boy  is  wasting 
time  taking  a  shop  course  he’ll  never  use.  While  his 
time  is  taken  up  with  this,  he  is  losing  out  on  general 
education  courses  which  might  better  prepare  him  for  a 
variety  of  opportunities. 

Program  Satisfaction 

In  order  to  present  adequately  parental  views  on  pro¬ 
gram  satisfaction,  it  is  necessary  to  indicate  the  extent  to 
which  parents  were  program-satisfied,  the  reasons  why  they 
were  or  were  not  satisfied,  and  the  factors  they  considered 
to  be  the  greatest  program  obstacles. 

In  the  process  of  each  interview,  each  parent  was 
asked  to  rate  how  satisfied  he  was  with  the  program  his  child 
was  taking.  The  following  is  the  five-point  scale  on  which 
he  was  requested  to  make  his  rating: 
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Not  at  all  Poorly  Fairly  Well  Very  Well 

I  2  3  5  5 

When  the  results  were  tabulated,  in  addition  to  the  fre¬ 
quencies  and  percentages,  the  median  levels  of  satisfaction- 
were  calculated  for  the  various  sub-categories  of  parents,  as 
well  as  for  the  total  sample. 

According  to  the  findings,  as  they  are  presented  in 
Table  VIII,  the  parents  of  matriculants  were  the  most  satis¬ 
fied  group  with  a  median  level  of  satisfaction  of  3.8,  and 
parents  of  non-matriculants  were  the  least  satisfied  group 
with  a  median  level  of  satisfaction  of  2.2.  Comparing  the 
findings  on  the  basis  of  percentages,  56.4  per  cent  of  the 
parents  of  matriculants  indicated  definite  program  satis¬ 
faction  whereas  only  23.9  per  cent  of  the  parents  of  non¬ 
matriculants  were  definitely  program-satisfied.  Only  7  per 
cent  of  the  parents  of  matriculants  indicated  definite 
program-dissatisfaction  whereas  42.8  per  cent  of  the  parents 
of  non-matriculants  indicated  this  to  be  so. 

The  difference  in  the  median  levels  of  satisfaction 
between  f arm-residing-parents  (2.7)  and  non-farm-residing 
parents  (3.1)  was  not  great.  However,  the  majority  of  the 

^For  procedure  see  Merle  W.  Tate,  Statistics  in 
Education,  (New  York:  The  MacMillan  Company ,  1955 ) ,  pp. 86-89. 
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non-farm-residing  parents  (51.8  per  cent)  indicated  definite 
program  satisfaction  whereas  only  39.4  per  cent  of  the  farm¬ 
residing  parents  indicated  this  to  be  so.  With  regard  to 
the  total  sample  of  parents,  the  median  level  of  program 
satisfaction  was  2.9,  indicating  a  moderate  degree  of  program 
satisfaction.  The  parents  of  non-matriculants  were  the  only 
sub-group  whose  median  score  indicated  a  definite  tendency 
towards  dissatisfaction. 

Reasons  for  Program  Satisfaction 

For  the  sake  of  clarity,  the  reasons  for  program  satis¬ 
faction  given  by  the  parents  of  matriculants  will  be  treated 
separately  from  the  reasons  for  program  satisfaction  given 
by  the  parents  of  non-matriculants. 

Table  IX  presents  the  reasons  for  program  satisfaction 
stated  by  the  39  parents  of  matriculants.  According  to  these 
findings,  the  great  majority  of  the  parents  of  matriculants 
(97  per  cent)  related  their  reasons  for  program  satisfaction 
to  vocational  aspirations,  with  92  per  cent  of  them  indicating 
that  they  were  program-satisfied  because  the  matriculation 
program  leaves  open  to  students  the  widest  opportunities  for 
further  education  and  choice  of  careers  and  five  per  cent  of 
them  indicating  that  the  matriculation  program  provides  the 
best  preparation  for  farming.  All  the  other  reasons,  except 
one,  referred  to  the  values  of  a  liberal  education.  Thus  it 
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TABLE  IX 

REASONS  FOR  PROGRAM  SATISFACTION  STATED 
BY  PARENTS  OF  MATRICULANTS 

Reasons  Number  Percent 


Leaves  open  to  student  the  widest  opport¬ 
unities  for  further  education  and  choice  of 
careers . 36  92 

Gives  student  a  broad  understanding  of  him¬ 
self  and  others .  7  18 

Gives  student  a  good  general  education  to 

prepare  him  for  life .  5  13 

Challenges  the  student1  s  ability .  5  13 

Broadens  the  student’s  mind  through  contact 

with  a  variety  of  areas  of  knowledge .  5  13 

Teaches  student  to  think  for  himself .  5  13 

Teaches  student  to  work . 4  10 

Provides  the  best  general  preparation  for 

farming .  2  5 

Gives  student  the  good  education  which  his 

parents  were  never  able  to  get .  2  5 

Teaches  students  to  understand  and  appre¬ 
ciate  'the  finer  things  in  life . 1  3 

Helps  student  to  acquire  a  love  for  learn¬ 
ing .  1  3 

Gives  student  the  background  to  develop  an 
appreciation  of  reading  and  other  n  ei  su.ro- 
time  activities .  1  3 

Matriculation  program  is  a  source  of  dis¬ 
tinction .  1  3 

Teaches  student  to  appreciate  the  value  of 

an  education . 1  3 
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is  apparent  that  almost  all  of  the  reasons  for  program  satis¬ 
faction  stated  by  the  parents  of  matriculants  related  either 
to  vocational  aspirations  or  the  values  of  a  liberal  education. 

Table  X  presents  the  reasons  for  program  satisfaction 
stated  by  the  21  parents  of  non-matriculants.  The  majority 
of  the  parents  of  non-matriculants  (62  per  cent)  gave  as  one 
of  their  reasons  that  the  non-matriculation  program  would  en¬ 
able  their  child  to  complete  high  school,  and  43  per  cent  of 
them  expressed  satisfaction  with  this  program  because  it 
would  enable  their  children  to  succeed.  Since  both  of  these 
reasons  are  closely  related,  it  may  be  concluded  that  the 
majority  of  the  reasons  for  program  satisfaction  stated  by 
the  parents  of  non-matriculants  related  to  their  concern  to 
have  their  children  succeed  in  school.  The  remaining  reasons 
given  by  48  per  cent  of  the  parents  related  to  the  vocational 
aspirations  which  they  held  for  their  children. 

There  was  little  similarity  between  the  reasons  for 
program  satisfaction  given  by  parents  of  matriculants  and 
parents  of  non-matriculants .  Out  of  the  total  number  of 
reasons,  only  these  two  were  stated  by  both  groups  of  parents: 
(1)  teaches  students  to  work,  and  (2)  gives  them  a  broad 
understanding  of  themselves  and  others.  Thus  it  is  apparent 
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TABLE  X 

REASONS  FOR  PROGRAM  SATISFACTION  STATED 
BY  PARENTS  OF  NON-MATRICULANTS 

1  '■■■  —  —  ■  . —  '■  1  ■  ■■  ■—  ■'  '  ■  ■—  — * 

Reasons  Number  Percent 

Enables  student  who  is  unable  to  continue 
in  matriculation  to  complete  high  school. .  13  62 

Enables  student  to  succeed .  9  43 

Enables  student  to  qualify  for  entrance  to 
a  trade  or  technical  school,... .  6  29 

Prepares  student  for  a  job .  4  19 

Program  revives  student’s  interest  in 

school .  2  10 

Vocational  courses  provide  the  skills  for 

future  hobbies .  2  10 

Program  provides  for  more  activity  than 

the  matriculation  program . 1  5 

Student  is  getting  value  out  of  subjects 

of  a  general  nature.  .....  . .  1  5 

Teaches  student  to  work .  1  5 

Enables  student  to  get  a  general  education 

without  taking  matriculation . 1  5 

Helps  student  to  acquire  self  confidence. .  1  5 

Gives  student  a  better  understanding  of 

himself  and  others . 1  5 
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that  the  two  groups  of  parents  do  not  view  the  two  programs 
as  having  similar  values. 

Reasons  for  Program-Dissatisfaction 

Table  XI  presents  the  reasons  for  prcgran-dissatisf act¬ 
ion  given  by  the  parents  of  matriculants.  These  reasons  have 
been  divided  into  three  categories:  1)  Reasons  reflecting 

parental  concern  for  the  success  of  their  children  in  the 
matriculation  program,  (2)  Reasons  reflecting  parental  con¬ 
cern  regarding  deficiencies  in  the  quality  and  variety  of 
courses.  (3)  Other  reasons. 

These  findings  indicate  that  60.1  per  cent  of  the 
total  number  of  reasons  reflected  parental  concern  for  the 
success  of  their  children  in  the  matriculation  program,  32.3 
per  cent  of  them  reflected  parental  concern  regarding  defic¬ 
iencies  in  the  quality  and  variety  of  courses  offered,  and 
7.6  per  cent  of  them  have  been  classified  as  other  reasons. 
Thus  it  may  be  concluded  that  most  of  the  reasons  given  by 
parents  of  matriculants  either  reflected  parental  concern  for 
the  success  of  their  children  in  the  matriculation  program  or 
dissatisfaction  with  the  quality  and  variety  of  courses 


offered. 
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TABLE  XI 

REASONS  FOR  PROGRAM  DISSATISFACTION  STATED 
BY  PARENTS  OF  MATRICULANTS 


Reasons  Reflecting  Parental  Concern  for  the 
Success  of  Their  Children  in  the  Matricu¬ 
lation  Program  Number  Percent 

Program  not  organized  to  accommodate  individ¬ 
ual  differences  in  achievement  and  ability...  15  12.6 

More  guidance  needed  in  the  proper  choice  of 
subjects . . . . .  14  11.7 

Lack  of  provision  for  remedial  work .  10  8.4 

Inflexible  matriculation  requirements  which 
prevent  many  average  students  from  complet¬ 
ing  the  program . .  9  7.5 

Too  much  time  spent  on  the  frills  and  not 

enough  on  the  basic  subjects .  5  4.3 

French  not  introduced  early  enough  in  the 

school  program . 4  3.3 

Too  much  lecturing  and  not  sufficient  provis¬ 
ion  for  students  to  work  on  their  own  in  the 
classroom . 4  3.3 

Too  much  emphasis  on  examination  results .  3  2.5 

Students  unable  to  understand  mathematics....  3  2.5 

Too  much  emphasis  on  preparation  for  univer¬ 
sity . 1  .8 

Disapprove  of  promoting  students  on  the  basis 
of  provincial  averages .  1  .8 

Teachers  exercise  too  much  authority  in  mak¬ 
ing  students  drop  subjects .  1  .8 

Too  much  emphasis  on  the  weaknesses  of 
students  and  not  enough  on  the  development 

of  their  talents .  1  .8 

Lack  of  continuity  between  the  grade  XXI  and 

XII  courses .  1  .8 


Totals  72  60.1 

Reasons  Reflecting  Parental  Concern  Regard¬ 
ing  Deficiencies  in  the  Quality  and  Variety 
of  Courses 

Students  unable  to  take  a  vocational  option 

in  which  he  is  interested .  11  9.2 

Schools  do  not  offer  a  sufficient  variety  of 

science  courses .  6  5.0 
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TABLE  XI  (Continued) 

Courses  do  not  challenge  the  ability  of  the 


"b  r  i  ^  In  stucLeni't/S*  ®  o  o  ©  •  <>  o  ©  o  o  ©  ©  ©  ©  ©  ©  ©o©ooo©©©©«©© 

4 

3.3 

Course  content  is  not  sufficiently  inter¬ 
est  JL.  n.  #  ©©«00000©8©0©®©«  O  ©  O  8  ©  ©  ©  ©  O  ©  ®  ©  O  O  ©  ©  ©  ©  •  O  d  • 

3 

2.5 

Lack  of  sufficient  emphasis  on  oral  French. . . 

3 

2.5 

Not  enough  lab  work  in  science . . 

3 

2.5 

Lack  of  sufficient  provision  of  fine  arts 

O  P  t  1  O  n  ^*9QOOOOO9O©QO©OOOOOO©©©©OO©O©©0OO©OOA« 

3 

2.5 

Lack  of  provision  for  agriculture. • 

1 

.8 

Communication  skills  not  developed  adequately 
through  the  current  English  courses . 

1 

.8 

Need  for  more  emphasis  in  the  program  on 
culture,  refinement,  and  manners . 

1 

.8 

Not  enough  emphasis  on  the  practical  applic¬ 
ation  of  theory.. . . . . . . 

1 

.8 

Use  of  outmoded  content  and  methodology . 

l 

.8 

Too  much  emphasis  on  ancient  history  in  the 
social  studies  program... . . . 

1 

.8 

Totals 

39 

32.3 

Other  Reasons 

Dislike  the  process  of  streaming . 

5 

4.3 

Lack  of  adequate  facilities  for  teaching  the 
various  subjects . . . . . 

4 

3.3 

Totals 

9 

7.6 

Totals  for  all  categories 

120 

100.0 
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Table  XII  presents  the  reasons  for  program  dissatis¬ 
faction  stated  by  the  parents  of  non-matriculants.  These 
reasons  fall  into  three  categories:  (1)  reasons  reflecting 
program-placement  dissatisfaction,  (2)  reasons  relating  to 
deficiences  in  the  quality  and  variety  of  courses  offered, 
and  (3)  other  reasons. 

The  findings  in  Table  XII  indicate  that  68.5  per  cent 
of  the  reasons  did  not  reflect  program  dissatisfaction  but 
program-placement  dissatisfaction;  18.8  per  cent  of  the 
reasons  reflected  deficiencies  in  the  quality  and  variety  of 
courses  offered,  and  12.4  per  cent  of  them  have  been  classif¬ 
ied  as  other  reasons.  The  conclusion  which  may  be  drawn 
from  these  findings  is  that  the  majority  of  the  reasons  for 
program  dissatisfaction  given  by  the  parents  of  non-matric¬ 
ulation  students  were  not  reasons  for  program  dissatisfaction 
but  reasons  for  program-placement  dissatisfaction.  This  is 
understandable  in  the  light  of  the  great  demand  for  the 
matriculation  program  on  the  part  of  parents. 

With  regard  to  the  reasons  for  program  dissatisfaction 
stated  by  both  groups  of  parents,  the  majority  of  those  given 
by  parents  of  matriculants  reflected  their  concern  for  the 
success  of  their  children  in  the  matriculation  program 
whereas  most  of  those  stated  by  parents  of  non-matriculants 
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TABLE  XII 

REASONS  FOR  PROGRAM  DISSATISFACTION  STATED 
BY  PARENTS  OF  NON-MATRICULANTS 


Reasons  Reflecting  Program-Placement- 

Dissatisf action  Number  Percent 


Inflexible  matriculation  requirements 
which  prohibit  many  students  of  average 

ability  from  gaining  matriculation .  14  17.4 

Student  not  placed  in  the  program  which 

parents  want  for  him. . . . 11  13.6 

Against  the  idea  of  streaming .  9  11.2 

Lack  of  sufficient  opportunity  for  remed¬ 
ial  work — one  of  the  main  reasons  why 

students  have  to  drop  subjects .  8  10.0 

Program  not  organized  to  accommodate  in¬ 
dividual  differences  in  achievement  and 

ability . 8  10.0 

Student  is  wasting  time  taking  vocational 

courses  which  he  will  never  use .  1  1.3 

Parent  questions  the  value  of  the  general 
course  subjects  since  they  do  not  count 

in  the  academic  program. ...... . ........ .  1  1.3 

General  courses  do  not  challenge  the 

student’s  ability .  1  1.3 

Would  like  general  course  students  to  be 
able  to  continue  in  the  academic  subjects 

in  which  they  are  strong........ . 1  1.3 

Students  who  have  the  qualities  to  succeed 
in  careers  such  as  nursing  are  cut  off  be¬ 
cause  they  are  not  able  to  matriculate..  1  1.3 


Totals  55  68.7 


Reasons  reflecting  deficiencies  in  the 
quality  and  variety  of  courses 


Vocational  subjects  are  of  poor  quality. 


3 


3.7 
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TABLE  XII  (Continued) 

Course  content  is  not  sufficiently  in¬ 
teresting . 3  3.7 

Lack  of  sufficient  provision  of  fine 

arts  options . 2  2.5 

Lack  of  sufficient  emphasis  on  culture, 

refinement,  and  manners...... . .  2  2.5 

Communications  skills  not  adequately  de¬ 
veloped  through  the  English  program .  2  2.5 

Use  of  outmoded  content  and  methodology.  1  1.3 

Home  economics  course  unnecessary  in  that 
it  teaches  skills  that  can  be  taught  in 

the  home .  1  1.3 

Too  much  emphasis  on  frills  and  not  enough 

on  the  basic  subjects... .  1  1.3 


Totals  15  18.8 


Other  Reasons 


Too  much  stress  on  the  weaknesses  of 
students  and  not  sufficient  efforts  to 

develop  their  talents... .  4  5.0 

More  guidance  needed  in  the  proper 

choice  of  subjects....... .  3  3.7 

Too  much  lecturing  and  not  sufficient 

opportunity  for  students  to  work  on  their 

own  in  the  classroom . 3  3.7 


Totals  10  12.4 


Totals  for  all  categories  80  100.0 
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reflected  program-placement-dissatisfaction  rather  than  pro¬ 
gram  dissatisfaction.  Three  of  the  reasons  given  by  both 

\ 

groups  of  parents  reflecting  their  major  concerns  were  the 


same.  These  reasons  and  the  percentages  of  them  given  by 
both  groups  of  parents  are  as  follows: 

Reasons  Parents  of  Parents  of  non- 

Matriculants  Matriculants 

Per  cent  Per  cent 


Program  not  organized  to 
accominodate  individual  dif¬ 


ferences  in  achievement 

and  ability .  13 

Lack  of  remedial  work  in 
the  subjects  in  which  stu¬ 
dents  are  weak .  8 


Inflexible  matriculation 
requirements  which  pro¬ 
hibit  many  students  of 
average  ability  from  gain¬ 


ing  matriculation .  7 

Totals . . .  28 


10 


10 


17 

37 


These  findings  indicate  that  28  per  cent  of  the  reasons 


given  by  parents  of  matriculants  reflecting  their  concern 
for  the  success  of  their  children  in  the  matriculation  pro¬ 
gram  were  the  same  as  37  per  cent  of  the  reasons  given  by 
parents  of  non-matriculants  reflecting  program-placement 
dissatisfaction. 


Four  of  the  reasons  given  by  both  groups  of  parents 
reflecting  their  concern  for  the  quality  and  variety  of 
courses  offered  were  the  same,  but  they  made  up  only  a 
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small  percentage  of  the  total  number  of  responses.  Thus  it 
may  be  concluded  that  the  similarity  between  the  reasons  for 
program  dissatisfaction  given  by  parents  of  matriculants  and 
parents  of  non-matriculants  was  small. 

Parental  Opinion  Regarding  Program  Obstacles 

Each  parent  was  asked  to  give  the  one  factor  which  he 
regarded  to  be  the  greatest  obstacle  to  the  progress  of  his 
child  in  the  program  he  was  taking.  Table  XIII  summarizes 
the  findings  relating  to  this  question  for  the  total  sample 
of  parents  and  for  parents  of  matriculants  and  parents  of 
non-matriculants.  The  obstacle  most  frequently  stated  by 
both  groups  of  parents  were  the  quality  of  teachers  and  the 
student’s  own  lack  of  effort.  These  two  reasons  were  given 
by  40.8  per  cent  of  the  parents  of  matriculants,  and  by  67 
per  cent  of  the  parents  of  non-matriculants ,  to  account 
for  the  reasons  stated  by  50  per  cent  of  the  total  sample 
of  parents.  The  only  other  reason  which  received  fairly 
frequent  mention  from  both  groups  of  parents  (11.6  per  cent 
of  the  total)  was  long  bus  runs. 

The  60  parents  who  constituted  the  total  sample  gave 
a  total  of  14  different  obstacles,  and  of  these,  three  were 
mentioned  by  both  groups  of  parents.  In  spite  of  the  wide 
diversity  of  responses,  the  majority  of  the  parents  (61.6 
per  cent)  regarded  these  three  factors  to  be  the  greatest 
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SUMMARY  OF  FACTORS  PARENTS  REGARDED  AS  THE  GREATEST  PROGRAM  OBSTACLES 
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obstacles  to  their  children’s  progress:  quality  of  teachers, 
student’s  own  lack  of  effort,  and  long  bus  runs.  These  also 
were  the  obstacles  most  frequently  mentioned  by  both  parents 
of  matriculants  and  parents  of  non-matriculants. 


Parental  Attitude  Toward  the  Non-matriculation  Programs 

Evidence  that  most  parents  tended  to  question  the 
value  of  the  non-matriculation  programs  offered  by  the  high 
schools  may  be  inferred  from  the  previous  findings.  The 
most  compelling  evidence  pointing  in  this  direction  may  be 
summarized  as  follows: 

1.  The  majority  of  the  parents  (87  per  cent)  indicated 
that  they  wanted  their  children  placed  in  the 
matriculation  program. 

2.  All  of  the  parents  of  matriculants  were  program- 
placement-satisfied  whereas  only  33  per  cent  of 
the  parents  of  non-matr iculants  indicated  this  to 
be  so. 

3.  Parents  of  matriculants  had  the  highest  median 
level  of  program-satisfaction  of  all  sub-cate¬ 
gories  of  parents,  and  parents  of  non-matric¬ 
ulants  had  the  lowest. 

4.  The  majority  of  the  reasons  given  by  parents  of 
non-matriculants  for  program  dissatisfaction  (69 
per  cent)  referred  to  program-placement- 
dissatisfaction. 

To  gain  more  insight  into  the  thinking  of  parents  on 
this  issue  and  to  supplement  the  previous  evidence,  the 
following  excerpts  from  several  interviews  are  being 
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Case  No.  1.  I  wanted  my  boy  in  the  matriculation  pro¬ 
gram  because  it  would  give  him  a  greater  chance  to  get 
ahead  in  the  world  of  work.  This  year  he  wasted  his 
time  taking  vocational  courses  which  he  will  never  use. 

And  as  for  the  general  courses  in  math  and  science,  what 
value  were  they  to  him  when  he  tried  to  switch  back  to 
the  matric  program?  None  what-so-ever 1 


Case  No.  2.  When  they  put  my  daughter  out  of  the 
matric  program,  I  sent  her  to  another  school.  They 
didn't  let  her  take  it  either.  I  am  against  streaming 
students  because  it  makes  those  who  don't  take  matric 
feel  inferior.  My  daughter  wanted  to  become  a  nurse, 
and  now  she  can't  get  into  nursing  school. 


Case  No.  3.  I  would  rather  have  had  my  boy  repeat 
grade  nine  to  raise  his  marks  than  to  have  him  put 
ahead  in  the  general  course.  He  lost  interest  in  school 
when  this  happened  because  he  was  hoping  to  go  to  college 
some  day,  just  like  his  brother.  Now  he  knows  he  can't. 

These  excerpts  not  only  illustrate  parental  tendencies  to 
question  the  value  of  the  non-matr iculat ion  programs  but 
also  indicate  a  relationship  between  program-placement  satis¬ 
faction  and  the  vocational  aspirations  of  parents  and  children. 


Ill  DETERMINERS  OF  EDUCATIONAL  VIEWPOINT 


The  purpose  of  this  section  is  to  indicate  whether  or 
not  the  following  factors  were  determiners  of  educational 
viewpoint:  place  of  residence,  sex  of  offspring,  and  program 

placement . 

Table  XIV  illustrates  the  relationship  between  vari¬ 
ation  in  parental  response  and  place  of  residence,  by  listing 
the  items  on  which  parental  opinion  was  obtained  and  by 


1^3  aorsi  o  :  1  >13  a  mlri  avij  blaow  b*X3 

.»ru  Tavan  II Iw  ©ri  riolriw  eaBiiroo  I^noi^aoov  snitfBl  anil 
l£riw  #aafisloe  oaf  rider.  nl  e^eii/oo  Ia*iena:i  aril  -  o'*  e  JbnA 
o.1  tfoBd  riollws  ol  balil  ad  nartw  mfri  ol  vadl  aiaw  aulBV 

v: 

o  :?  .. ,.  r  ;  .  V' 


-ri  be  JnaniaoBXq-r  eTEjio^q  naavi^  cri  Rro.i  jr.'s'i  j-  also!  'Ini  osIb 

THI01V3IV  JAHOITAOOaa  30  5  ■  I '  3T3C 
io  ‘xariiariw  ©iBoXJbnl  o.v  a  I  noilo  3  ei  <3  1c  “soaifq  adT 


Uno/1  oubf  ^  arri'r  ab  airw  e^o  Of  >  sniwc  ol  aril  Ion 

•’  ' r  q  qi  ,  ^  '  i  f  «*or  lr ■■■ -t  ;»  i  <  :1  ^IcgwaXv 


-iqav  naawlad  qirianoils Cai  aril  sala'ileuIX!  VIX  alcfsT 


*>  i^qasi  Ifl;tn9i.-3q  nl  rtoilB 


v,d  bns  baniBldo  bbw  .ncjLnlqo  iBlnaieq  ioiriw  no  email  aril 


RELATIONSHIP  BETWEEN  VARIATION  IN  PARENTAL  RESPONSE  AND  PLACE  OF  RESIDENCE 


79 


is 

2  h* 
—  2 
a  ui 
—  o 
inx-^ 
x  r—  x 

K  CM  UJ 

I  CL 

I-  a: 

2  X 
Id  CO 
X  2 
<  3 

a.  z 


15 


2 

Ld 

O 


-  a: 
a  <r\  x 

-  w  o. 
in 

id  in 
l-  x 

2  Id 
bJ  CD 

a:  s 

<  3 
CL  Z 


X 

1 

2 

a: 

< 


LT\ 

a) 


r\ 

CM 


ON 


O 


CM  C— 
cm  r\ 


mo  o 


ao  av  rv 

rH  'M-  C~\ 


VO  VO 


lT\ 

IP\ 


LPv 


m 


CM 


ON 


m 

'M- 


cn 


oo 


CM 


in 


vo 


00 


t— 

cn 


vo 


in 

w 

X 

x 

X 

• 

X 

in 

— 

ft 

• 

• 

• 

— 

X 

is 

X  • 

• 

i 

• 

1 

• 

• 

a 

X 

X  « 

• 

3 

2 

3 

• 

Id 

• 

— 

o 

1-  ♦ 

• 

o 

O 

Q 

X 

• 

o 

is 

2 

• 

• 

X 

_ 

X 

• 

1- 

• 

2 

< 

X  • 

• 

F- 

• 

>- 

• 

< 

o 

o  • 

X 

• 

X 

< 

X 

ft 

X 

2 

• 

2 

in 

« 

< 

• 

< 

X 

< 

• 

o 

— 

• 

in 

< 

>- 

^  ft 

2 

• 

2 

3 

2 

• 

I- 

« 

>• 

o 

in  « 

O 

• 

o 

O 

O 

• 

< 

a 

• 

o 

in 

CD 

<  • 

mm 

• 

_ 

— 

• 

X 

o 

Ld 

• 

CD 

>- 

H  • 

y- 

• 

y- 

X 

F- 

• 

o 

id 

O 

• 

o 

X 

• 

« 

• 

< 

1— 

< 

ft 

X 

2 

< 

• 

X 

CD 

O 

<  • 

o 

• 

o 

< 

o 

• 

X 

— 

_J 

• 

o 

X 

• 

o 

• 

o 

2 

o 

• 

X 

< 

CL 

• 

U. 

X 

in  * 

> 

• 

> 

> 

• 

X 

1- 

• 

o 

in 

<L  « 

• 

X 

• 

00 

2 

• 

in 

X 

2 

• 

X 

• 

X 

* 

X 

• 

X 

o 

Id 

• 

2 

< 

2  • 

X 

• 

X 

< 

X 

in 

X 

X 

• 

< 

in 

X 

o  . 

X 

• 

X 

1- 

X 

F* 

X 

in 

a 

• 

X 

2 

o 

_  • 

X 

0 

X 

X 

2 

X 

< 

- 1 

• 

15 

< 

o 

h-  • 

o 

a 

o 

o 

o 

< 

o 

3 

— 

O 

O 

X 

X 

<  • 

• 

F- 

X 

X 

• 

X 

o 

X 

o  • 

o 

• 

o 

o 

3 

o 

2 

o 

0 

X 

o 

3  • 

1- 

0 

y~ 

X 

F- 

O 

1- 

o 

• 

X 

H- 

a  • 

0 

X 

_ 

— 

X 

• 

1- 

X 

2 

x  • 

in 

• 

in 

CD 

in 

X 

i n 

2 

— 

• 

2 

X 

• 

X 

• 

X 

< 

X 

F- 

X 

— 

Ld 

• 

Id 

X 

X 

X  * 

o 

• 

o 

2 

o 

< 

o 

CL 

X 

X 

< 

X 

<  • 

o 

• 

o 

3 

o 

2 

o 

O 

y- 

• 

UJ 

X 

X 

2  • 

X 

</) 

X 

X 

1 

X 

♦ 

X 

— 

X 

O  » 

o 

k 

o 

in 

o 

2 

o 

-1 

ld 

• 

X 

2 

— 

—  « 

in 

Z 

in 

F- 

in 

O 

in 

< 

> 

• 

— 

— 

Q 

1-  • 

UJ 

2 

2 

H 

< 

£ 

a 

in 

<  • 

X 

o 

X 

X 

X 

X 

2 

I 

< 

a 

O  ft 

X 

3 

X 

a 

X 

O 

X 

Id 

a: 

X 

X 

2 

O  ft 

1- 

k 

1- 

3 

F- 

X 

F- 

X 

O 

o 

o 

o 

— 

>  ft 

</) 

H 

F- 

in 

< 

1- 

o 

X 

X 

a 

ft 

15 

15 

in 

C5 

in 

15 

X 

CL 

CC 

X 

o  . 

2 

-J 

2 

2 

X 

2 

in 

Id 

CL 

X 

X 

< 

2  < 

_ 

_J 

_ 

X 

_ 

X 

_ 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

o 

—  • 

X 

< 

X 

in 

X 

X 

X 

3 

a 

— 

z 

— 

— 

X 

3  o 

_ 

_ 

o 

mm 

F* 

_ 

O 

— 

(/) 

o 

in 

in 

X 

X  • 

in 

o 

in 

X 

in 

2 

in 

o 

X 

Id 

— 

X 

X 

—  X 

X 

k 

X 

1- 

X 

_ 

X 

3 

O 

h 

o 

a 

2 

>  o 

a 

a 

o 

o 

X 

< 

o 

o 

z 

o 

O 

< 

2 

_l 

-I 

-j 

X 

— 

-  X 

m> 

o 

«. 

H 

«• 

F- 

2 

O 

< 

3 

< 

< 

in  o 

in 

_ 

in 

in 

in 

o 

1— 

O 

y- 

l- 

— 

y-  in 

l- 

k 

F- 

2 

i- 

2 

i- 

— 

W 

2 

— . 

2 

2 

X 

2 

2 

< 

2 

o 

2 

O 

2 

1- 

£ 

Id 

oc 

X 

X 

o 

X  X 

X 

o 

X 

— 

X 

_ 

X 

< 

Id 

X 

k 

X 

X 

X  15 

X 

3 

X 

F- 

X 

F 

X 

o 

H 

< 

< 

< 

< 

o 

<  — 

< 

Q 

< 

< 

< 

< 

< 

o 

CL 

£ 

CL 

CL 

z 

CL  X 

CL 

UJ 

CL 

o 

CL 

a 

CL 

> 

cn 


co 


cn 
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Indicating  the  frequencies  and  percentages  of  responses  for 
farm-residing  parents  and  for  non- farm-residing  parents. 

These  findings  indicate  a  large  demand  on  the  part  of  both 
groups  of  parents  to  have  their  children  take  the  matric¬ 
ulation  program  and  little  demand  on  the  part  of  either 
group  for  different  programs  for  boys  and  girls.  The  vari¬ 
ations  in  the  percentages  of  responses  for  the  two  groups 
of  parents  regarding  the  various  items  on  vocational  edu¬ 
cation,  program-placement  dissatisfaction,  and  levels  of 
program  satisfaction  were  small.  Table  VIII  on  page  63 
reveals  little  difference  in  the  median  levels  of  satis¬ 
faction  for  the  two  groups:  2.7  for  farm-residing  parents 
and  3.1  for  non-farm-residing  parents.  Obviously,  there 
were  no  great  discrepancies  in  the  frequencies  and  percent¬ 
ages  of  responses  for  the  items  on  which  the  views  of  the 
two  groups  of  parents  were  compared.  Thus,  place  of  resid¬ 
ency  did  not  appear  to  be  a  determiner  of  educational  viewpoint. 

Table  XV  illustrates  the  relationship  between  vari¬ 
ation  in  parental  response  and  sex  of  offspring  by  listing 
the  items  on  which  parental  opinion  was  obtained  and  the 
frequencies  and  percentages  of  responses  for  parents  of 
boys  and  girls. 

The  findings  indicate  that  there  was  only  one  item 
on  which  there  was  a  wide  discrepancy  in  the  percentages  of 
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responses  for  the  two  groups  of  parents:  parental  satis¬ 
faction  with  the  placement  of  their  children  in  the  non¬ 
matriculation  programs.  The  majority  of  the  parents  of  girls 
were  satisfied  with  the  placement  of  their  daughters  in  non¬ 
matriculation  programs  whereas  the  majority  of  the  parents 
of  boys  were  not.  This  discrepancy  might  be  accounted  for, 
at  least  partially,  by  the  fact  that  a  much  larger  percent¬ 
age  of  boys  were  in  the  non-matriculation  program. 

For  the  most  part,  there  was  little  variation  in  the 
percentages  of  responses  for  parents  of  boys  and  girls,  and, 
hence,  sex  of  offspring  did  not  appear  to  be  a  predictor  of 
educational  viewpoint. 

Table  XVI  demonstrates  the  relationship  between  vari¬ 
ation  in  parental  responses  and  program  placement  by  indicat¬ 
ing  the  frequencies  and  percentages  of  responses  for  parents 
of  matriculants  and  parents  of  non-matriculants  on  the 
various  items  on  which  their  views  were  obtained. 

The  findings  indicate  that  the  variation  in  the  per¬ 
centages  of  responses  for  the  two  groups  of  parents  on  the 
various  items  relating  to  vocational  education  was  not 
great.  There  was  a  wide  discrepancy  in  the  program-place¬ 
ment  satisfaction  of  the  two  groups  of  parents.  All  of  the 
parents  of  matriculants  were  program-placement-satisfied 
whereas  the  majority  of  the  parents  of  non-matriculants  were 
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TABLE  XIV 

RELATIONSHIP  BETWEEN  VARIATION  IN  PARENTAL  RESPONSE  AND  PROGRAM  PLACEMENT 
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not.  The  majority  of  the  parents  of  matriculants  indicated 
a  high  level  of  program  satisfaction  whereas  the  majority  of 
the  parents  of  non-matriculants  did  not.  Table  VIII  on  page 
63  reveals  that  of  all  the  sub-groups  of  parents,  parents  of 
matriculants  had  the  highest  median  level  of  satisfaction 
(3.8)  and  parents  of  non-matriculants  had  the  lowest  (2.2). 
Previous  evidence  indicated  little  similarity  between  the 
reasons  for  program  satisfaction  stated  by  the  two  groups 
of  parents.  With  regard  to  the  reasons  for  program-dissat¬ 
isfaction,  the  majority  of  those  given  by  parents  of  matric¬ 
ulants  reflected  their  concern  for  the  success  of  their 
children  in  the  matriculation  program  whereas  the  majority 
stated  by  parents  of  non-matriculants  reflected  their  pro¬ 
gram-placement-dissatisfaction.  From  these  findings  it 
would  appear  that  program-placement  was  a  determiner  of 
educational  viewpoint,  with  parents  of  matriculants  tending 
to  be  more  satisfied  with  the  current  educational  system 
than  parents  of  non-matr iculants . 

IV.  SUMMARY  OF  FINDINGS 

An  analysis  of  the  data  obtained  for  the  sample  sur¬ 
veyed  gives  a  consistent  and  clear  picture  of  the  percept¬ 
ions  of  the  high  school  curricular  program  held  by  the 
parents  of  the  grade  eleven  students  in  Vulcan  County  in 
the  school  year  1964-1965. 
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An  appraisal  of  the  findings  revealed  that  a  large 
majority  of  the  parents  wanted  their  children  to  take  the 
matriculation  program.  All  of  the  parents  of  matriculants 
were  program-placement-satisfied  whereas  the  majority  of  the 
parents  of  non-matriculants  were  not.  With  regard  to  the 
levels  of  program  satisfaction  indicated  by  parents,  the 
parents  of  matriculants  were  the  most  satisfied  group  and 
the  parents  of  the  non-matriculants  the  least  satisfied. 

The  median  level  of  satisfaction  for  the  total  sample  of 
parents  indicated  that  they  were  moderately  satisfied.  The 
parents  of  non-matriculants  were  the  only  sub-group  who  in¬ 
dicated  a  definite  tendency  toward  program  dissatisfaction. 

Almost  all  of  the  reasons  for  program  satisfaction 
given  by  parents  of  matriculants  related  to  either  vocation¬ 
al  aspirations  or  the  values  of  a  liberal  education.  The 
most  frequently  mentioned  reason  for  program  satisfaction 
given  by  parents  of  matriculants  was  that  the  matriculation 
program  leaves  open  to  students  the  widest  opportunities  for 
further  education  and  choice  of  careers.  Most  of  the  reasons 
for  program  satisfaction  stated  by  parents  of  non-matriculants 
reflected  their  concern  for  the  academic  success  of  their 
children.  The  most  frequently  stated  reason  for  program 
satisfaction  given  by  parents  of  non-matriculants  was 
that  the  non-matriculation  program  enables  the  student  who 
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is  unable  to  continue  in  matriculation  to  complete  high  school. 
The  similarity  among  the  reasons  for  program  satisfaction 
given  by  the  two  groups  of  parents  was  slight,  and  thus  it 
is  apparent  that  they  do  not  view  the  two  programs  as  having 
similar  values. 

Most  of  the  reasons  for  program  dissatisfaction  given 
by  parents  of  matriculants  reflected  their  concern  for  the 
success  of  their  children  in  the  matriculation  program  where¬ 
as  most  of  the  reasons  for  program  dissatisfaction  given  by 
parents  of  non-matriculants  reflected  their  program-place¬ 
ment  dissatisfaction.  The  similarity  between  the  reasons 
for  program  dissatisfaction  mentioned  by  parents  of  matric¬ 
ulants  and  parents  of  non-matriculants  was  small.  Parents 
regarded  the  quality  of  the  teachers  and  the  students*  own 
lack  of  effort,  in  that  order,  to  be  the  greatest  obstacles 
to  the  progress  of  their  children  in  the  programs  they  were 
taking. 

Approximately  half  of  the  parents  did  not  regard 
vocational  education  or  training  to  be  part  of  the  task  of 
the  high  school.  Of  the  half  who  regarded  vocational  edu¬ 
cation  to  be  a  task  of  the  high  school,  the  majority  in¬ 
dicated  that  they  desired  the  high  schools  to  offer  vocat¬ 
ional  courses  of  an  exploratory  nature  rather  than 
vocational  training  for  a  specific  job,  and  that  these 
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courses  should  be  confined  to  students  unable  to  take  the 
matriculation  program  or  to  interested  non-matriculants . 
Even  though  half  of  the  parents  considered  vocational  edu¬ 
cation  or  training  to  be  a  task  of  the  high  school,  the 
parental  demand  for  this  kind  of  education  for  their  own 
children  was  small.  Furthermore,  the  majority  of  the 
parents  who  were  dissatisfied  with  the  placement  of  their 
children  in  non-matriculation  programs  did  not  regard  vo¬ 
cational  education  or  training  to  be  a  task  of  the  high 
school. 

The  reasons  for  considering  the  offering  of  explor¬ 
atory  vocational  courses  to  be  a  task  of  the  high  school 
appeared  to  reflect  parental  concern  to  have  these  courses 
become  an  integral  part  of  the  general  education  of  the 
students  in  order  to  give  them  a  basic  preparation  for  the 
world  of  work.  Most  of  the  reasons  for  not  considering 
vocational  education  or  training  to  be  a  task  of  the  high 
school  appeared  to  reflect  parental  concern  to  have  the 
high  school  attend  to  its  task  of  offering  a  good  general 
education  for  all  students  and  also  their  concern  about  the 
quality  of  the  current  vocational  courses. 

Most  of  the  parents  wished  the  high  schools  to  offer 
similar  programs  for  boys  and  girls.  The  most  frequently 
mentioned  reason  for  desiring  similar  programs  was  that 
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both  men  and  women  seek  the  same  higher  education  and  job 
opportunities  and  hence  need  the  same  education.  None  of 
the  reasons  given  by  the  small  percentage  of  parents  who 
thought  the  high  schools  should  offer  different  programs 
for  boys  and  girls  appeared  to  reflect  a  desire  for  major 
changes  in  the  total  program  but  only  changes  in  particular 
areas.  The  findings  appeared  to  indicate  that  the  lack  of 
demand  for  different  programs  for  boys  and  girls  reflected 
parental  desire  to  have  both  take  the  matriculation  pro¬ 
gram.  There  was  considerable  evidence  to  indicate  that 
the  majority  of  the  parents  tended  to  question  the  value 
of  the  non-matriculation  programs  offered  by  the  high 
schools . 

Program-placement  appeared  to  be  a  determiner  of 
educational  viewpoint  whereas  place  of  residence  and  sex 
of  offspring  did  not. 
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CHAPTER  V 


CONCLUSION 

I.  SUMMARY  OF  THE  STUDY 

The  purpose  of  this  investigation  was  to  gain  as 
clear  a  picture  as  possible  of  the  perceptions  of  the  high 
school  curricular  program  held  by  the  parents  of  the  grade 
eleven  students  in  Vulcan  County  in  the  school  year  1964- 
1965.  The  major  issues  examined  were  the  kinds  of  educat¬ 
ional  programs  desired  by  the  parents,  program-placement 
satisfaction,  program  satisfaction,  program  obstacles,  and 
the  determiners  of  educational  viewpoint. 

The  semi-standardized  interview  technique  was  used 
to  gather  data.  Since  it  was  so  time-consuming  to  employ 
this  technique,  the  sample  was  limited  to  either  parent  of 
sixty  per  cent  of  the  total  population  of  the  grade  eleven 
students.  The  total  population  was  made  up  of  fifty-five 
farm-residing  parents  and  forty-five  non-farm-residing 
parents.  When  the  random  selection  was  made,  the  total 
sample  consisted  of  thirty-three  farm-residing  parents  and 
twenty-seven  non-farm-residing  parents. 

For  the  purposes  of  analysis,  the  information  ob¬ 
tained  from  the  open-ended  questions  was  summarized  in 
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point  form  and  then  quantified  in  order  to  obtain  the  fre¬ 
quencies  of  responses  and  the  percentage  each  was  of  the 
total  number.  For  the  one  closed  question  which  consisted 
of  a  five  point  scale  to  measure  the  level  of  program  satis¬ 
faction,  the  medians  were  calculated.  In  addition  to  this, 
a  limited  amount  of  documentation  was  employed  to  indicate 
significant  trends  and  interrelationships. 

II.  CONCLUSIONS 

The  finding  which  stood  out  in  the  information  gained 
from  this  investigat ion  is  the  high  regard  parents  had  for 
the  matriculation  program.  A  large  majority  of  the  parents 
wanted  their  children  to  take  the  matriculation  program. 

All  of  the  parents  of  matriculants  were  program-placement- 
satisfied  whereas  the  majority  of  the  parents  of  non-matric¬ 
ulants  were  not.  Of  all  the  sub-groups  of  parents,  the 
parents  of  matriculants  had  the  highest  median  level  of 
program  satisfaction  and  the  parents  of  non-matriculants 
had  the  lowest.  The  median  level  of  satisfaction  for  the 
total  sample  of  parents  indicated  that  they  were  moderately 
satisfied. 

Vocational  aspirations  appeared  to  be  the  most  im¬ 
portant  factor  determining  program  satisfaction  on  the  part 
of  parents  of  matriculants,  and  academic  success  appeared  to 
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be  the  most  important  factor  determining  program  satisfaction 
on  the  part  of  parents  of  non-matriculants.  There  was  little 
similarity  among  the  reasons  for  program  satisfaction  given 
by  the  two  groups  of  parents,  and  thus  it  is  apparent  that 
they  did  not  view  the  two  programs  as  having  similar  values. 
The  majority  of  the  reasons  for  program  dissatisfaction  given 

by  the  parents  of  matriculants  reflected  their  concern  for 

% 

the  academic  success  of  their  children  whereas  the  majority 
of  the  reasons  given  by  parents  of  non-matriculants  reflected 
their  program-placement-dissatisfaction.  These  findings  re¬ 
lating  to  program  dissatisfaction  are  understandable  in  the 
light  of  the  tremendous  demand  for  the  matriculation  pro¬ 
gram  indicated  by  parents. 

Half  of  the  parents  regarded  vocational  education 
or  training  to  be  a  part  of  the  task  of  the  high  school, 
but  since  the  majority  of  these  parents  did  not  want  it  for 
their  own  children,  the  parental  demand  for  vocational  edu¬ 
cation  was,  in  fact,  small.  The  reasons  stated  by  parents 
for  considering  the  offering  of  exploratory  vocational 
courses  to  be  part  of  the  task  of  the  high  school  primarily 
appeared  to  reflect  their  desire  to  have  these  courses  be¬ 
come  an  integral  part  of  the  general  education  of  the 
students.  The  reasons  given  by  parents  for  not  considering 
vocational  education  to  be  a  task  of  the  high  school  mainly 
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appeared  to  reflect  their  desire  to  have  the  high  school 
attend  to  its  task  of  offering  a  good  general  education  for 
all  students. 

Most  of  the  parents  wished  the  high  schools  to  offer 
similar  programs  for  girls  and  boys,  and  this  stand  appeared 
to  reflect  parental  desire  to  have  both  take  the  matriculation 
program.  The  findings,  in  general,  indicated  that  most  par¬ 
ents  tended  to  question  the  value  of  the  non-matriculation 
programs  offered  by  the  high  schools. 

Program  placement  appeared  to  be  a  determiner  of 
educational  viewpoint,  but  place  of  residence  and  sex  of 
offspring  did  not. 


Ill  IMPLICATIONS 

Upon  the  completion  of  a  study  such  as  this,  one  is 
bound  to  reflect  upon  and  reappraise  its  findings.  The 
guiding  question  with  which  one  must  grapple  is,  ’’What  is 
its  value?”  In  the  discussion  that  follows  an  attempt 
will  be  made  to  answer  this  question. 

Much  can  be  accomplished  through  an  assessment  of 
public  opinion.  This  study  has  both  theoretical  and 
practical  implications. 
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Theoretical  Implications 

Because  this  investigation  involved  a  study  in  depth 
of  selected  issues  relating  to  the  school  program,  the  find¬ 
ings  revealed  many  significant  trends  and  interrelat ion- 
ships  which  provide  promising  leads  for  further  research. 

The  following  are  some  clusters  of  questions  growing  out 
of  this  study  which  might  provoke  further  research: 

1.  Is  the  demand  for  matriculation  indicated  by 
this  study  general  throughout  the  province?  If  the  parents 
of  children  in  grades  seven,  eight,  and  nine  were  polled, 
would  they  indicate  as  strong  a  demand  for  the  matriculat¬ 
ion  program?  Do  the  current  non-matriculation  programs 
lack  status  among  the  general  public?  If  so,  why? 

2.  What  is  the  attitude  of  the  general  public  to¬ 
ward  vocational  education  as  a  task  of  the  high  school? 

What  is  the  demand  for  vocational  education  at  the  high 
school  level  in  industrial  areas?  Was  the  demand  for  vo¬ 
cational  education  in  the  area  under  study  small  because  of 
its  agriculturally-based  economy? 

3.  To  what  extent  is  the  academic  success  of  off¬ 
spring  a  determiner  of  parental  views  of  the  tasks  of  the 
high  school  and  the  adequacy  of  its  program?  To  what  ex¬ 
tent  are  sex  of  offspring,  place  of  residence,  and  program- 
placement  determiners  of  educational  viewpoint  among  the 
general  public? 
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Practical  Implications 

In  a  democratic  society  it  is  assumed  that  the  schools 
are  responsible  to  the  people  they  serve.  Furthermore,  an 
educator  will  find  that  his  policies  will  be  misunderstood 
or  ineffective  if  they  do  not  reflect  public  demands.  To 
be  successful,  he  must  keep  his  finger  on  the  pulse  of  the 
public.  In  spite  of  these  facts,  seldom  is  a  systematic 
effort  made  to  determine  public  opinion  on  educational 
matters . 

This  study  may  serve  as  a  basis  for  a  searching  re¬ 
appraisal  of  the  school  program  in  Vulcan  County.  Cert¬ 
ainly,  an  investigation  of  how  effectively  the  school  pro¬ 
gram  is  being  implemented  would  appear  to  be  very  much  in 
order.  If  some  of  the  findings  are  based  on  public  mis¬ 
understandings  of  current  educational  practices,  they  may 
serve  as  bases  for  public  relations  programs  designed  to 
interpret  the  school  program  to  the  people. 
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SUMMATION 

As  one  looks  back  on  what  was  accomplished  by  this 
study,  it  provided  an  intensive  picture  of  parental  views 
of  the  high  school  program  in  Vulcan  County.  As  one  looks 
ahead,  it  is  hoped  that  the  information  contained  herein 
will  be  of  value  to  the  educators  in  Vulcan  County  as  they 
reappraise  their  school  system  and  that  it  will  make  a 
significant  contribution  to  the  Small  High  School  Study. 
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PROGRAMS,  COURSES,  AND  CREDITS  OFFERED  IN  GRADE  ELEVEN 

IN  COUNTY  CENTRAL  HIGH  SCHOOL 


GRADE  XI 


ACADEMIC  CREDITS 

Language  20  5 

Literature  20  5 

Social  Studies  20  5 

Science  20  5 

Biology  20  5 

French  20  5 

Math.  20  5 

35 

COMMERCIAL 

English  23  5 

Sociology  20  5 

Math.  21  5 

Typing  20  5 

Shorthand  20  5 

Office  Practice  5 

Bookkeeping  20  5 

35 


GENERAL 

English  23  5 
Sociology  20  5 
Math.  22  5 
Science  22  5 

Options: 

Power  Mechanics  10  4 
Industrial  Arts  20  4 
Home  Economics  4 
Crafts  10  4 
Geography  20  5 
Psychology  20  5 
Law  20  3 
Physical  Education  20-  3 


To  make  35  -  37 
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RECORD  FORM  FOR  INTERVIEW 


What  program  or  course  Is  he  taking? 

What  other  programs  were  available? 

Do  you  have  much  contact  with  the  school? 

Do  you  feel  that  you  have  sufficient  information  about  the 
school’s  programs? 

How  do  you  feel  that  the  school  might  give  you  more  infor¬ 
mation? 

Main  Questions: 

How  did  he  get  into  this  particular  program? 


How  much  say  did  you  have  in  deciding  what  program  he 
would  take? 


What  program  did  you  want  him  to  take? 


Is  he  able  to  get  the  kind  of  program  you  wanted  for  him 
in  this  particular  area? 

If  he  isn’t,  where  would  he  have  to  go  in  order  to  get  it? 
Did  you  consider  sending  him  there? 


How  satisfied  are  you  with  the  program  he  is  taking?  Rate 
according  to  the  following  scale: 

Not  at  all  Poorly  Fairly  Well  Very  Well 

¥ 


1 


2 


3 


5 
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For  what  reasons  are  you  dissatisfied  with  the  program  he  is 
taking? 


For  what  reasons  are  you  satisfied  with  the  program  he  is 
taking? 


What  do  you  consider  to  be  the  biggest  obstacle  to  his 
progress  in  the  program  he  is  taking? 
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-  3  - 

If  he  were  starting  high  school  all  over  again,  what  program 
would  you  want  him  to  take?  Why? 


Do  you  think  a  student  should  receive  job  training  in  high 
school  or  should  this  be  provided  in  another  institution 
after  he  leaves  school? 


Do  you  think  that  the  program  should  be  different  for  girls 
than  it  is  for  boys? 
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